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THE APFROACH TC NEGRO CONTACT */ORK

Thore seens to bs a cortain ansunt. of Anertitude evidenced o
¢f the menbership to do Negrc srork in a serious nannaer.

13

the mort

¥ishful thinking and a datnched, an ug-attitude on tha wHart-of rost-recbers,
d ua mostly ‘to their bourgeois: %roining (‘lh ich to nesgt wor! ers is diSndmntage)
has linibed their approciation cof- tho '\izss' and apir:\.bmts -of” ko r egro, - If we
do ﬂot -Iive, work or. associate with pedple, thorae iz no othiar: *thod to know than,

This werk carinot be domb ori-a-ras3 dcalae. ‘It roquiras a ‘glow, prtient procass,
erd rust bo done on a porsonal «rehtlonship bﬂsis; wharever 3> 'siole, the sano
werkars. should follor up contacta ntil beth worKer atid sonbact oan ranaibar oach
‘others! hanes asduoll as fades.

Anos-and Andy (radiets eldost tonm) and JLmy’ Serivenor 3. Sys'ce't) all
Southera born, of course; hive asgooictod ’":ith and studiod ﬂo'*rc"a to- tha axtont
tho b ‘thoy ‘can ape ‘then alitost to-porfoction. ‘Ravclutionists T11 also do ‘this
fer difforont purposas,

Coarades say thay are ‘welcdued in Nogro hongs, {:h*qy they arz ot vary raspen-
3ivas - Thy net practiocd réciprocity? ‘Whord-tt is foasibla, i1¥ige tha rost favor-
~blo contacts to your horias for a moro- qxtonded discussio*x noco na.nied with coffae
or tca and cookios.

Thare isa tc”doncy among tha-cozridos ko spoll Negro with o srall ™" in thoir
cerraspondaonca’ (this is dua- to fatss traini-xg in boss sc‘ﬂocls) "'H.s is not
v:idoapro..d but it ahcnld ba’ 'mtohéd, since it will- alitx:mto yoL..k Fegroos whe
aro bittarly opposad to this -pricticas’

Nogro civie, rsligious, t’*\nhric‘\l md 8por’cs g3 thari:‘gq shicv 1l bo rag&l'u'ly
attandod, to rpdko contests ag woll ase for tho purgosq of aoif-gcuccation, This cf
"aourase r:na{: bo coupld with tha syst:n,.ah.c ‘readirig of t-a Hagro ~ress 2nd .litora-
turs also for education aad discussion matorial,

Fogroas Iiva ir* n diffora-wh world f’ron uhi.ta&wor"erm _ Py iava to visit tho
Yegre }orld to loarn 1t and it camot ba dong t"r‘on tHa. I’ills of Clv:-pus.

“Tho’abstract statonoﬂt o0, a. bagro worker thaﬁ "you" beIi,ovp i-. «coi*l .eguality
‘in 1taolf is not ondugh.’ You ¢dA “only brouk ddvn’his ifnate digtrust; which has
existod for’ dvor’ 76 . yoard, by’ pla ceing what ycu sdy ‘mto ‘pradtice and baing ablo

{t denvinco hin tha.tdcu too, mdorstan& his pr%lqna.
<

A short biﬁliogro.phy followzx, vhiéh will supply nixch nood ch torial’ i’&r in«
tormal’ uni(:-oduc'zt;.’ton. '

a-Ths B ldck ¥ orkor--Harris'& Sporo Raoo, Seione$'$ Felities R, Bonodio &

bTho Fogro as a Capitaligt =- AyLi Harria &- ibliography: of tho Hugro in Africa &
¢8ox ard Roco-- J‘ A. chgcrs . ‘ "’?;”ninorlc’x --"Yomroe ¥, 'York

QSOUI' Eigtory -2 J.. A, Rogars - . l-Tho Southarn ‘Olizreuy--E,F, Prontico
-_‘lt’ck ¥.orkors .and: tha Now Uvions -- \,»o.ytorx & Kitcholl! Wobrf‘ -v.,ropolis ~ C, FeKay
fko Logal Status of. tha Nogrd -- G. S, Lf').ﬁgun, Jr. . Alaciz Thusder - A, Bontonps

tBlacl “ijesty--Vandorceok




Dear J:

...I woule¢ like to here, however, take up some reints in coanectlcn
vith the "new" Fussian discussicn. ‘

At the outset, I must say thst all the Leading comrades in New

York are c¢etérmined to-ccnéuct the huseisn discussion thsriughly and
come to & Cecision;but. =t the s»mé time) to .prevent it from becom-
ing - the center of ‘cur sctivity in the next period:'- It is neccesary
to guard agsinst any tendency tc cet the Party off the ‘main track
by centering its attenticn mainly upon this theoreticzl questicn.
The main- job is rether the intenesific tion of our work in comnecticn
with the w r eitu ticn:  3ut thie deos not, of course, me.n th-t

the Auceirn Fuestion is sc unimpcrt-nt th-t.-ny -n¢ every point of
view st-nde on the s-=me foot, -néd is equslly-valid, or that, it
~doesn't rerlly very much matter whet decision the rarty rziches on
this gquestich.. We sre nct = sect which chews cver =nd over rgein
its thecreticsl cud. :3ut =t the easme time, ‘ve eare not opsortunists
rho don't cere what condition our theoreticnl program is in.

It is - 1little difficult for me to ssy exactly why, but it seems to
me that ¢t leeret in one rr two retpects, my article on the ruseian
guestion wee = Cismal fallure —ithk some comrades. Didcussing the
matter mith one or two comr=des, ve tried to explain this pbencrenon
and there igs »n expl-naticn. Some comrades, reading the article
hastily or superficially, evidently came to the conclueion:¥ell, he
.says it is nct a morkere' st=te, “ut thst is not very new; Burnham
and many others said it » long time ago, anc that is that. I see
that the thecretician of the Ap:-eal, out of a combination of melice
ené the usuel ignorsnce, saye cubstcntially the same thing. Now 1
am the lset one tc claim thet the validity of my point of view le
bac~d on ecme "brand new" conception which nobody ever thought of.
But thc interests cf clsrity demand theat wherein it éiffers frcm
previcus etendpointe receive =2t least the s=me emphasig as rhereln
it resembles thenm.-

Let us take first, the famous 3urnhen position, et-tec¢ only ac re-
cently =2t teptember, 1939, ~hen the 7Fight_in the -5WP broke out.

Carter, vhc kncwe hic posi%icn ag mell as I, ouite vroperly ccreiders
the statement that I now have Surnham's yosition ae entirely lucie
Brous. Wherein is thedifference? 3Burnhan proceeded from the sane
fundanentsl premise as did the old uman, ané as the Cabnonites do
today. Thet may eound ofid, but it is true. The 014 ¥an s=ic, for
15 years, the .t=2linist bureaucracy airng to destroy nationalizec
property, thet it is the channel through which the bourgeoisie will
restore private property, and as late as his Revolution 3etrayed,
he insisted thst the new constitution was deliberately constituted
to 14y the juridicsl vaeis fori the restoration of Capitalisn.

oubstantially, sald surnham, that is correct. ~Unly, he continued,

1t has alresdy gone so fsr in wiping out nationalized proaerty that
we can no onger speak of the ooviet Union as = Workers state. 1t
is-highly intercsting to read ever now5,3urnham's resolution of.

vept 1838, which obstensibly served to precipitate the fizht. ctill
accepting Trotsky's premise, 3urnham declared th=t the de~nztionalizs



tien of property, especially in land, has gone.&e far as to change
the class character of the soviet Union.

Now, both the Gld ilan and 3urnham were wrong. Looking back unon tnc
past 15 years, snd allowing for the otalinist ziz-zags, th: incubi-
table historical fact is th=t' the Dureaucracy. hag done an -normous
Work im strengthening =and ‘cxpanding the nationalization of progerty
Boreover, granted a1l the contradictions inherent in_its ~ork, i%
far outstriped all predictions so.far ss industriglization wze” °
goncerncC.. -he us~¢ %0 say, to put.it crudely;:thofo is arf-inhcrent
gontradid¢tion betweén natienalization. and the "ot-Xinist Duresucracy!
rule. .This proyéd,to‘beiuttérly;gélse;"ap'Igast‘;ﬁjghéggéﬁﬁgain:
which =c - Zcent it.  The zreservstion of hationalized propsity end
the intcnsified industrialization rcsulted in An onormous- hyper—.
tr- phy of buresucratism.. (From this, it doesh't of cours, “ollow
as stupic reople like Zsstmen believe,. th=t  industrisiization end
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nationzlization 'inevitsbly' strengthen a sureaucrscy.)

again, if »e look back, we must establish it =2s an historicel fect,
that tho bureuscracy's rzletionship to nationalized progerty is
roughly compzreble to the'rcj~tionship of social dcmocracy to bour-—
geols dcimiccrecy. out its vritten claes—pescé program snd its
practicc the soic®l cemocracy peves the way for fascisua, th-t is,
"for the cdestruction of Lourgedis democrscy. 3ut this dozs not
-chanze the fect that ‘the. social demécracy atands or falls =ithbour-
geols dsmocracy. . Yhen vc say, corrcdtly, thet it paves the way for
fascigi, ve'don't mesn, =s the it4linists used to s=zy, that it ie
for fxsclsm, 'snd that it is agsinst bourscois démocracy. - Tor the
eontr-ty is the fact. imilsrly with ths «£21in Huresuecracy. Ye
used to think th:=t this bureaucracy;is; so to spesk, ,consciously . =nd
delibarztely siming "to~ ‘résfore ?rivétefprOpergy;;gepggalzsm;' This
bas not crcved to de the_cese. It rests =nd &2 rést ‘only apdon
nationzlizediproperty. It stende.=nd f311s vith it," To-continue
tge“comperiﬁpn;<butiits-pbliéy~of;gélss~peaqg.i§1sggwéakgns,th{
indepencont cl=gs rosition of the nroletariat ‘as tg facilit-te the
victory of czpitalism.znd —orld-imperislism. Th={'that is Dy no-
means equivelent to ssying thet it *ents the.yic§9;y;of‘c§gitelism

and the ’né of nAtionalized property.

With this &g one_of-my polnts ef departure; you ¢-n more:szsily
underst-nc¢ how it is impdéssille far me to scdept Trotsky's noeition
on th> cleec character of the voviet Union, or th. ‘revision of it by
Byrnhom  znd_the others holding the s-me vig®. I might add n:renthetl
'cally;itﬁ:t‘Cgrber‘doéén'p]holdfgﬁrnbamzé.Viﬁ" sny,longer, 2né hra’
A0t helc 1t for 'mors then=a‘year;,&lngeadévétw§gd;gspyfbgging;ng;

of tho fi-ht in the oWE, there wére'intfact four pdsitions on the
‘fussian jucetied, and not three, 73.the Cannonitgcs thought. I

mean ‘mong¢u3.‘ﬂfh're,w:é“the?trgditional.positipn;;thege‘was‘
Burnhzale ‘fosition, there ~ss” Cefter's cosition rhich he dicn't

get » chince to formuliate on paver, anc .there was thé notorious
vh=chtnin school-of doudters, rhich I sm trying’'to Iiquid-te.
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You s-em tc suggest, in one of your letters, thet I am revising

the iarxian concept of the state. o far as I see my position, 1
can't agree with thet for a irinute. In one sentence, the «-rxien
concept of . thg -stat isi the si-te 1s the.nachinery of reprazsicn

in the henée of the economicaxly_domgnant‘ruling:qlass,,calculeted
to preserve its socisl rule, its properiy relations. I continve -
to hold to this.concep®.~ What Il.ihink 140 .~.end_ it is »nything but
contradictory.to the karxian concept .~ is :to shewﬁthat;theﬁel,;f';
property.relations toke-one foru:s n~a ‘rocial order where properiy -
ig private-(fuedslism;c=pit~lien) 2nrd snothar form_whera property
i no longer private;. And.necese=rily so. - Where property s ...
privatt the:. rodatiine:to it_a:ep@xpge:rﬁd-wigh,qqmparative,clarlty
and simpl}city.,-In;ths;United‘ét=te‘QrzGermany,gycuf relati-ngn’

to ;roperty;_and;mine;\axe,;alas§;any5tog olesr... We don't own-.
it! A1l we.have~is,omr»1%bor.power3>:Ford's;relatigne,to pronerty
oT Krupg‘e%sxe;nq.Les&nglaarg;fThexwown the property. If it weren's
for this-little detail-of;qwnership,,theygwgul@;be‘nqt onc whit -
‘difforcnt from you and. e: .Thyy would be like the former Czar'e
bourzonieie.=-tzxi, drivers =pd door-mon -in ceri:. .Sut where- .-
proparty ig pot orivately-owned, but-stzte-owned, the relaticns -,

To it o7 thée diffsrent clarseé ie not ~ult~ 8o gimple or clear or
.direct. . -

Where property is.state property, thin property rel=tions- Daceie,
g0 to sp&:k;A?stzte~r3lgtiéng§.,,The;&ussianmbou:geois;e-dcasgd
to own the -et-ge. zg well =% th:. property, »nd so it Dbacais texi
drivers :né,doerégen;,‘Thcanﬁcifnjprclqt?ri?t tnok over st te.

L -
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power. ;Ths1at@tg;bceg"ngz~prqpefty.uuTh?t“médé the:proletsriat
the ruling olass; :Then, aftsr. = long, drawn-out civil war, the

prolet-rist loet .the state power, the buresucracy took it over.,

Trotsky erys-the Bugesucrscy owns the.-st=te.2s its private sroperty,
Mgo.te spesk" — that is in sppesrance: :In apoearsneé 2n¢ in Zact,
as evaryocoy knows or sheuld know. -3y virtue pf:itg‘ownegshigagf
‘the.<t-"te, 1ts rel=ticns tc;&ﬁqte»pgoperty;arg;clgarLy.established
for it - :nd for.ne. | -

That ar. the relstione te ccviet property of the woviet prpleteriat?
I quote frcxz ~n author9tive‘qource,xan,cdito:ial that =ppe:r:C 8
few weee spo in ‘the.oocislist Apneal. It g=id, literslly: the
coviet frcoteries-ore venitentisrles. tc which the fiussian workeTs

sre atntenc-d feor life. Ey.Qear;friend,“I conld nct express the
Rusei~n prolet-riat's relaticn to Loviet prcperty more brutally

or crudcly. The cminent liarxistsacf-the hApneal may nct -know ity
but'in"their-Chﬁracterization(thay arc epeskineg orecisely of.
property relatirns. '

' There — there =nd novheré.else = ig.my. cwn 11ttls contribution %o
the analyeie of the Russisn surstiion for which I have no o=Tticular
desirz tc ley-ocleims for criginslity

Is thz buresucracy & olesgl . Where did Harx <Ay it w=s 3 class?
All the vedents rush-to:-kerx tc hunt for.»2 quotation on- this score.
In vain. They won't find c¢cne..  3ut neither will they find eny- °
thing in kerx which:deolares:_it_is'a-supra—higtpr;cal law- thzt at
not tine, in no place, under nc conditicns, dc¢ I,Karl uarx, grent
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gaie bureaucracy permission to develop intko a clags, In the Soviet Union
»not in tee United States, not in:Germany, not’ in Iceland, and not in
rjerre del Fuego, but in the Sovieg Unton, where property 1s state pro-
gerty ~the buremmeracy has dcvelopéd Into a ruling class, That is a

fock and we really don't have sa right .to cxclude a fact from that
ccumulatlon of gencralized fact -which makes larxism, The bureaucracy
gwnslghe state, arnd therowith the “state property. Production :is orggnlzcc
for the beneflp of' the burcaucracy.:Distribution -of the Nitional income
is declded sxclusively- by - the:bureaucracy, primarily in its socinl ’
Interests. I& Ras all the "stobillity" of a 2lass operating in a trangi-
tional, and. thepefore unstable soclal ordep. It could acquirc a ..
gcability comparbble,, for:example;,  to that of thc taditidnal bourgeodsio
nly 1i’we cauld concecive of ..the' present. transitional state. in the .
geiteb Union lastling as l@hg'asuihc'bqurgeofg"s;ata‘haéflnstCGJ:That<;
13, ono or two hungdrecd yenrs But we never had Such a concept and I -
don't have It now, , S ‘ N il .

f ons, repert, ossentially,” what I wrote 1n' .my artitle, I -
g%z:etggénéhey,alsg siﬁplify and clarify my point of vieWw sufficiegtiy
fo*remove some misunderstandings that m3y crop up. I never bel%egii n
tampering with the Russian question, or tiking 1% lightl¥, orlia‘ ?g
for the first new~fangled nocidns that camec along, I don't be* Cégi'n
that yet. I assurc you that I took plengy 9f t}me to thigg t@fgn 5 Eg
sut over an over again. I &m truly convincidithat.X nm hxg@t,, 03]

forgive me for thls,- that all the cther3s arc wrong. Naturaily, I don't
mean by this that I alm to ram my point of vicw down anybody's throat,

do mean, however, that I intund to defond it as vigorously as I can

n the Party. I am sending this letter to a fow comrades. So far as T
Bm concerned, you need not consider this a1 confidential letter. You

an show 1% to any comradc, ddscuss it with him, It" goes without saying
that I would be glad to hear your opinions of it,

With vbest wishes,
‘ . “ Max Shzchtman,

3. I just thought of another,and related point. You say that some
of the comrades minimize the significancec of state property altogether
2nd say that the bourgeoisie will nationalize property during the war,
Onsequently the Soviet Unlon 1is only a bourgeois state. I filnd it
difficult to follow these comrades., Have they visuvalized just what this
Pourgeois "natlonallzation® would look 1lke? Wnen we say state property
In the Sotiet Unlon, wo mean that it really exists, nanely, the state
gxpropriated the bourgeoisie, It not only manages and sSupcrvises
Property, but owns it, In the bourgeolsie state'it 1is entirely differcnt
By natlonalization, that state simply means, 23 a rule, that it %-kcs
C7er the rcsponsibllity for man:.ging an industry, and gurranteeing the
Profitis of the bourgecoisie, which, out of incompretence, or for somc

®ther rcason, cannot gurrantee 1itself these profits by "its &wun efforts.
The
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bourgcois etate, even in Girmany doesn't, however, exproprizte the
bourgenisie. ;No matter héd much it Yicks them arcund, no natter’
how much it puts th¢” screws on them, nc matter how much it taxes
them fot Che- thing-or ancther (for théSexpenses of war or for the
maintensncc of 'a’ voracioug burezuoracyy, it continues, neverthe-”
less, to meintsin privat® gropcrty, gusranteeing the fruits o .
private “Toperty, nanely: gﬁﬁéygﬁem%tic‘flq%“giﬂprofits.:.Macdcnald
cays, oh,. this is”only_éﬁméf%ér nf éxternel forms. how absurd ;. °
abeurd cspecially from the stendpoint of the bureaccracy, for , if
it werc nct-for this "trifle" of "extcrnal forms" the burezucrscy
would be 2 propertylets claee, indiectidguishable from the only °
other propertyless clasg todey.  If it were not: for this "trifle’
it would be digging ditches, cr working on WP A, wit! the rest of,
the proletsrint. From thie ste-ndpoint, this "trifle" meens every-
thing or dzmned nesr everythihg:.. Whatever may be *proved" by
speculzticn and abstrsct hypothesee, the reality of life has thus
far* proved that to eliminste the "trifle" only another little.trifl
is required .- the proletarian r=volution.

M.5.



STALI:'IST RUSSIA I8 A FASCIST STATE
'Tewards a C ’},a.rificati_on #f tho Ciscussion

1, Tho Russigh quostion is with us again, and this tims, in its
Troper porspcctxve, as a- par{: of our gonsrat werk, To nogloct sho
sfrigglo against the war , tn toar ‘oursolvas tn pmccs evor ussia,
would be folly, But e party must prove itsdif eapabla "sf angl-
vzing -the Seviet Unien #a its swun satisfaoctipn. 4 dfoisisn, how-
‘vgr,umnimau s, whieh still Toaves tho momborship as dissagisficd

as it has boen fer years, will take a hoavy tel} in palifical »lunders
and an inovitablo meral disintogratisn., A party, least of all a
varty witheut mass backing er strong financial-: - suppert, cannof

livo indefinitdly in a state of thosrotical uncertainty.

2, Tho failure hx’thorts, ‘I am now comrinced ‘h as boen duo not %o
the complexity eof Stalinist sociaty, sbut-te the cenfusion in our .
minis, The cemplain¥ shat Stalinist secisty is easy to understand
but diffisult te define is a confossim of bankruptoy. A seci -
is not a nervous disoase or some obscure mineral, ' If you "undersian
it you can define it. Yeu can dofine a heormaphradite without diff-
fculty bat must kmew what a man is and vhat a woman is,

3. Twa things nead ts be dena:

+a) Te arriva at some epmmen undarstanding of what woe are an-
alyzing, i.0,, what is the prosent cénditicn and mevoment of khe
clar entary sccnemic f‘aaﬁs in Stalin:kst prqduction, nationo.l inconae,
varaos, onnditiﬂns of }.abor, ‘ate.

ab) Te arrivo at somd oommox understa.n&ing of wh&t HIG‘ISLI‘O,.JTGS’
wo 8 rall -usa for a.nalysis, i.a., what wo mean Ey cnpi{:alism, 30C-
falism, ‘ate. ‘Tha simplest arithzatfcaf calculatien cAuld dpstrist.
a veivarsity if 7 tino 12 sqtals’'84 ¢35 .somd pcugla bot ‘quais 49
to athors. Warsa still,if cach man usod hiw own multimplicasida
teble and ehanged it at, will in tho midst >f the oaloulation, I
wotld be very instructive tl lacdonald, for instance, if he sat
down ard dofined pracisaly what 2d maa.nt by the torms capa.tahm-
T o“opory capitalism, statao-n onooofy capitalism; state-cagitansu ’
vilitary trust and syndicata; ‘state capitalist‘mﬂitary trrst and
syadicato and workers', pevor; shcialism, ‘This® alarification el Lorms
has not been madq,. That and that alone is’ the cause of th'e cenfusion;
co=fusion of Forms 18 conftxsion of things and confusxon avout wussia
will romain until w3 cmrify our tams;

4. Te taks theso twé points ‘saparately, F‘iré'ﬁf S‘{:‘al(fni‘s{;' Rtis,aia;

*a) Im S$talinist Russia today prndu.ctim is many t:un is what
t'was In 1913, Yot tho largo maiority ef the werkors and poasanis.
livein a coend i"lm 1itblu battar th 1an-thao groa‘c ‘mass 1n 1713 %,

*In tho writer's opinion, todaj 1941 it is lcwor, but t‘*at is 0%
«ssontial tn my cenelusions so I mk: that econcassien fer t‘wa CLSER
on T de say lowar than 1913 I shall givz greof,



T ris is not dus to tha, sacrificgs nscgssary for war., It is dyrize
tro last fivo years that tho incoma of tho bureaucracy has -am
increasing by loaps and bounds in comparisen with the ,insoms of

tic rass of tho opulation. Such incroascs are ‘tho officio.l policy
of tlro Stulipisg rogitqe, at sgni 8¢ vndor tho slogam pavm:nt

+ cecrding te quankity ef. 11“0r5

b)"‘he b\.roaucracy complatyly @ f;o"oﬁz'.s £ %3 2xins of. nrod-
vcticn, and thergfora }~is.wosgroly is “tsad onﬂrafy i e, ,
insorest.  Such "banefits” as ary; oﬁt‘xigod by tha! Qirect'qrodlcm
t'c workers and paasadbs, afd as. 1:lciaoa’ca1 as thoso.obtainad Yy,
2 . werkars in capit&iigt .marica. !gatwam 1863 and 1929.

¢) Stalin and Foletov no lecuger ride tha stroagth ef t-3
“treateracys Thoy have statyd its .8ize, 14 _to, 15:% o{ the pop-.
Llatmn, some 'thirty mil};m Fagrlo “in all; t.hoy hava 3mbo§i,am.

¢ bireaucracy, in. thp Staliaist. con;ti& tion.undor o pag of.
...o aoviotﬁlnt:& igentsia,vthdy .}a:; placod i€ at thae haad olé
Stalinist. sociaty, as Bha rvlars of an modol for the rast of’, w.g-
"O'fl lation, and Jhavs- c*llod proj tho populaiion” tn gboy, it 'wd
groct it with raswact._ Trbts;:y s charis*ad nrgumanh that tha ..
" Stclinist buroateracy hides its size, its growth and its’ 1"00"3
i8 2w a pathotic anachronism, roraatad by him in 1932 whon maav
of tha facts —oro sn his dosk, “hough it is gti]l roatjcoat 1hout.
o total ef its incomo, tho bursaveracy astabdblish2d by law the
roiion betwagn the inceng-of . thc s8roaverat .and tho incoms of 9
nerkers,it roug down the. ~yoricrs .?“rna;s ths. princirlos on miglx.;
“tre natioﬂnl ineome will b3.dictributod,  Taless people want, 32180
“to.say, "2 now have a naw mw"cgti*w class in tho stricylv .,I‘“":gn
gonso of the torm," it is diffistlt to imagino what nmore ovidsica
Loy want, Thcse are mattors of .rocordad fact, and that is whng
vo Fave to anal en othor gt Jations, typos 11‘ trusts, chy-acoor
ol tho oollectivg famg, ate,, thoaro is liutlo lixali’*ord of facgr-
12l aisagreomont. ..

Capital is a‘Sscidl R3latien

5. L&t ouvr 1nstrmsnts of o.nalysis. Thas‘~ s%ould ‘)a si.mplo ’md
vriv.rsally agraod. uvcm, aftor t‘r;o warkp of Karx and Leni"x.. 1-

cc ‘-***t»ly,,i% 18 org thit tielvarty is ina draﬂdful oisora:r.
iy vizs aro ag follmss

a) Tho first condimon of sv ccassful disoussion is &n acca* «
cl~~:1v or ropwiato as clsarlj Trotsky's conczntien of the masicas 15
¢ or eollectivizad oconomy as 2 sufi‘ici:mt tast by which 3:iliaist
I'\ s#ia is to bc considerod a Jorkers! Statc or not. In my vis --
ir foet to my cortain knowledgo, -- this vios is an invegtion of n1is
own, false from top to boitom, i? Girsect sprositicn, both in form
and contoent, to the .goneral and specific teachings. of Marx, “wals
~»¢ Lopin, and rapu'iiatcd bg t‘xam o3 many occasinns., This co'm:::xion
is the f‘ounda’cmn of Trotsky's. ‘toachings, Yith its rajoctjon all,
s ht } < has bBuilt oa it must likmisc oo r"Jactod Though nany
of !is obsarvatiens, analyses, and gridictions ars brilliadt, -c-
Diid cnd permanently valiabls, tau*n as a vholb owovar, s T
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folse and load te tho grosscst miscdncéptims of Staiinist socioby
arnd tte €uturc” of tho medorn world, This quaostisn ef tho nat folalized
or collaectivizod ocenomy is nct @ questicn of Russfd at all,-thsikh
tho Russian quostian issuminatos itSé It is a quastion of Ldbxist
docirine that cah bo docided if t™sc Seviet Unien had nover axistad
I s all prove that tha natishaliz.d <cconchy in cno systom of social
relations is capitalism, 2nd wador anothar systam of 'soéial relavic:s
is socialism, or in transition to sosinlise. In dirsct oonposition-
to T rotsity's thoorios, I assort that Marx, Engols-and Lonin altizys
icsistod that capital is o soecinl rolation, a rolation batwisn - -
r2orlo, and novor, nevor lizit.@ thomaslvas to an economic: or
property form.  Tho dostruction of ono spccial rolation and tha
svbatitution for it by anothor social rolation corstitutcs not
only-a-sooinl but an exonomic changa, :

] . that is -1t .
larx moant by saying capitalism was n social ralation and hs. could
ravae:maznt nothing olso. Earx'slifo worksin political ‘aconomy -
coysistod solely in diomonstrating that modarn soclaty has only o’
ToaCs bafore it; bdne, monopolization of thasmaans of production
©y & winority, giving riso te intornat contradictions, oconci-ic
ar¢ social diserdor and banﬁruptey,«ozf,-twb;;cbntrol of - tha n3wms
of rrodvction’by a mejority of tha:populatiom, 1,3.; the workars,
loacirz to socialism, - Thoro is nct gnd cannet! bo: accordiag o
. arx any other form of scolaty $a- thodmodern world (axoent a raien.”
to soya form of chattal-slavoryedhiich, barbarous-ancbzh in 1850 -
wc vld bg-an intolorabla barbarism in:1950.} At a.certain-adaze-
of commogdity proaduction, _a‘ac;j.,otgngaix;tgk@fqnly».gna Sf -thaso tva -
forms.  Thers can be a. trinsitional stago betwaem the- tue,shut
that transitional stago is te'ba judgad not by oconouic  {pr:s -
bt t by pelitiocal powar, bcc?tuso%pgl_itiscal_pmar ig- the tast of
socical rolations, - To say. that tsorq is'a form of mpleiting . -
soc} ity vhich Marx did not fqrasso,sis in my viowy e misunda ratnzd,
cerplotoly what ho sof out te do and did, .This is what MVarx would -
sey .in roply to Trotsky and Shachtman {with ¥acdonald in' tha froas g
rov of tho audivnce, o littla;to- tho right);

N R , BRI Y RS T Y - -

"I ;ofai;ncd to have disecovorod tho: ‘aconomic law of neticon -of ol x'n
socizty, and while-you aro gt liborty to baptize any taau! scoiaby
by whatevor namo you planse, you will havoe to show ile whero its
aconioi:ic law of motion is difforant frem that ecomonic taw which
P disclosed in Capital. Once.secisty hds reiched .the stige:of hugd-
factories, socialization of laBor and'*intqt;ﬁéti;ﬁaliz':z";r'.{on'df;pi--¥ -
ductien and exchange, onfy one proble; remains and cdn rgrains .
to vham will all these means ef productisa belong, who wall meneps -
lize them? I said an. I stilT say that vhen a minericy of the
pepulation, a ruling class, monepslized them and anszlaves t'e rest
sf the pepulation it is that social relations which =ivis ¢ 2 oro-

ductive forces ths character of capital, and if 5hisg %3 -o% al-
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tered it will ruin human society. Either everyboly 7ill contrel
them er a part of sacjety will, s ruling class,t Thars i& ro-other
alternative., That class.may monopelizé the means "of »rodiction
through private ownership or pubiic. mnershin, it may®collectivize
presperty tut exersise de- fa.g_t:! rons OIi..aticn, it ny ;Lle in the
name of -Go<, or Confucius, or, heavim ferbid, in my nave. I would
not have been forl g ough tn atiemnt to f»-et;%ll hisw.‘f‘\"lti' any
such precision. But what I have. said and vhich I's% ic tc. is that
any "new"ruling class sr- -caste or zreup uor catecorv h 1::" ‘you ma.y
discever today has no future Pefsxe it and’ will sh\rs $‘ ‘e economioc
fate of my eldifashioned capi taiist calss in tha ':av o ‘C I dssorited
and vhich waes develaped ty my faithful disciple, Lzaix,’ - It is"true
that cellapse has besn the fate of all explviting clrscs in the <
past. Put this time the new-class whish will succae’ ‘.:‘ ) canitalist
class %11l put an end %o all ecn"t*'cat:m because ¢ 3o ¢evel~pment
of the prnaductive forces and’ the character =f the nsv class shaped
by them. Neithar slavery ror feudalism developed ths “rodictive
forses to the necess ry degree and therefore they could not transferm
the werkers into a class akle te direct seciety. This® new class, the
werking classg, will create a s:ciety ccnstantly nrog ressirg and” de-
velsping the -ndlviuLa Any ether net class,’ whir*‘\ “o28 not censist
of warkers, the majs ‘\rlu;,r, will continue to ruin sccistr And degrade
millions of men to the leval ef barbarians. The "nev’ class’ of some
of you seems to Be doing that much better ,than my Al dopitalist did.
Frem what I hear the dlsguises assumed by the modopelizing class are
fooling many people.  The Ge not fool me, I can tsll a carltalist
¢lass if it came to.me- oiszuisaa as Vllume‘l of Caﬁlual, end least
of all can these tricks foel the prcdu"tive forces, wuc}‘ 4re re-'
Felling se violently.agadnst capitahst secial . reh“iovs {n every
part of the world, Russia ijcluded, t hat I am astonishel ot the
confusion which exisis.now annng you vhe.claim to b xr fdllewers.

If you cannot as yet build a party you bave my symoi “ri. Trat de-
pends on circumstances beyond individual centrol., 3u: corfrsien

as to the social phepomepa of.ruin, degradatipn and baro‘risn to
which the whalasworld is woving cmd which parts have rs cred I find
unpardernable, after all the wark I did, "h’ t disturbs ve ro*t is -
that ysu have used my doctrine net te even your ~yes brt to cmse
them. Fngols andaI sald sncialism er Parbarism, . 3cn> o7 v.ou adnit
that the Stalinist'stas.-is the me't barbarsus police r3ire that tas
ever existed; -that-this brutality is directed azainst e wor‘k_ers at
Fsme and aoroad t2% the human Iitellest is t‘mre rzlicad tc a state
of dezratatien noevar bafcre scen in any seciety, thab &g gap tetween
wh at is prcfessed and vhat is done is wider than 3 10T, ever befsre
seen in this sinful world, th:t this regime g=2ts werse avary day, and-
is ruining tre econemic life of the oountry. And this "lors rositv wh th
any mormel human teing would call barhaz*lsn, son3 of you {se my mame
to prerve is a kind of werlrers! s.ata, or sthsm, e’ 3tete socialism,
sr transitional to socialism, lany hovg ververted mr Coctrinos and
the idea of socinlism, ¥t nenc werss than yru, ¥ith [ best inten-
tiens in the werld ycu have dragged them in the =ud, *
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New Marx may have been right ar wreng in his dictum: socialism eras
taryarism, and nothing else in between., And who thix*s “e vas wreng
is perfdctly at liborty to say so, But thon tha qua=iion will nat we
the question ef Stalinist Russia, but thq'vsry feunl-tio-~s on which
we stand and all we have taught fir o hundred years. IFor my parg, I
m satisfied that Marx was cemplstaly cerredt and snycifically ro-
pudiated th o idea that statificatien of preverty an’ nlarned
ecensmy wers in any 7av socialist or fommod tho basis of any kind

of "new" socioty whatscevor. It is nacessary for Shachlzar to ax-
press himself cloarly anc withnut oquivecation en this —cint. The
debate 18 hers, on this issue, and not on 3talinist Wwssia. Cneo

we settle this slamontary que tion of Marxism - what is capitalism =
‘the"analysis of Stalinist Russia becemos- teday, 1941, a guestisn eof
gront simplicity. I propose now tp desl briefly with ks quasticn

of the nationalizpd sxonemy net frem tho angle of 3taliqist barbarism
but from 3hao eeonemic doctrina of Marx,

6. Marxisn 23d tho Natienalized Zconemy
Ask-ene hundrad prosont day sympathizers viith T"arstisr what is the

tenofit of the nitionalizatien of tha scenomy, in §ha sjocizlist sense,
i.e., ths axpreprictiea orf the beurgeoisia, 39.5 will _atly-that it is
the capacity te pdan, to organiz3s preduction and riis: oo rroductivity
of labor, " Tho would bs 99.5 por cont wrong. Tha basic cortradictien.
of capitalism is not lack eof plan but is axpressx i st o ransral law
of capitalist accumul:rtion; accumul:tion of woaalth 2% 02 and nd sec-
icty and accumul tion of misory and degradation .at th: oth ar. Tris
contradiction can bz axprosso. in a different way: 7 2 tendency

of capitalism on the cnc“haqg to xpand the preducsivs Torces absal-
utaly, without rozard to limitatisn, and o1 tho othy, %o cirsumseribe
preductiens to the inadequato censumptien of tho massis vacoer tha cen-
ditions ef capitalist preductipn. Secialist nitiomliz:>tion, 1.0,
control by the groat majerity tho werksrs, breaks this contradictirn,
bocauso no controlling majerisy will ovor limit its cozsirirtion mxcapt
in so far as consumpiion is perforce limited by t»1 <olrctivity of tho
whele system., This, and this azeva all, is thg baaic';air of aeeialis
nationalization, Fer planning, i.e., capacity to aovo copital frem
horo to thoro in %3 intoarasts of tha oconcmy as a--hol z; standardiza-
tien; plannod consumpiion, and thorofera plannsd oroduetisn; all thesa -
can bo perfermed by a capitalist calss, . Capitalis% pl:naing within a
naticaal socioty is possiBlo in thaary, and it is poi;idle in practico,
a8 witness Germany teday. thit tha capitalist can19% Jo is axtond th
market in harmeny with tlie capacity.of productién If - - €id that he
would nst be a bourgeois Sut an angol,. Tho limitatio s ard rogctions
ary a§ped§a*ef Litlsr's planning are dus to tha limis.ticrs of his
m:rket, to th3s limi%ations of planning fer profit. L: is rot limited
by iﬂbapdgity to mova2 capital ﬁercfor,tharg, or to co~irol it, His
contradictiosn is thoe Taiazsr's contradiction, .and it.-7111 tear him in
half boforoc ho is finished. It ig ths contradiction itwcen the ore-
ductive capacity of Gorman caciktal and tha limitatios irrosed en tho
consumption of the German massos bty capitalist preducticn, ith werka.'S
peior in Germany that centradictien coases, Thor: =g is nes werkor's
peaor, thy contradiction cannet bo aveidod, thruzh 3v2 v rber of tho
rillng clzss sing the Iakornasional as many tim2s a day as a Mehonedan
rays to allan. L2t 43 her Uarx himssif,
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R . - . . . . .
In Velume I of Capifal , liarx analysss with grais c¢.re the inevitabl
movomait of capital towards grater and grotter cone mii-tice of producs
bien‘and contralizatien of capital. ™iam with ths co "z"icf::;jc@ and beld-
nass of & truly thsorstical mind, Ff'transecnds immedicte ronlity and
drivos his co-olusica honz: "Mis 187 -dL1? not H) rosekad in any .
particulsr sooioty unéil &+ ontfr A social Sapital wwoxl” po vnited, ejtho
in tho hands -of ono siigld oipit:1isE or i1a thes: of o~ sirflo:corpora-
tion".*ﬁ : tL PR - " . e e . . :
And. for anyona who'uhdarstinds vhit thoory is, £ -smcla quistien
is .lroady soitlad, trough th3 roadar miy rast assural 3.t Fawill not
b doprivod, of all, th3 svcoubént d8tailj For, th3 -rolstirian rovolupisn
axcludod, this tnodoncy. of capitalism will continus telrork its3lf ocut
and-by the tims it reschis tho sirgld corferation, ¥1:7Tulling olass
#111 hive tho cipioity to mova capital from indistrv 5S¢ ircustyw er
from industry to agriculturoe, to standardizs producsiez, nonapolizo |
f oroign trads, plan cc“agaptiibn ‘ei’nd’ﬁ{qﬁ production, ¢ fix pricos.
Yat this singl: corporation will broak its naek, not v:ct. so i; cannet
"plan? ‘buts a). boauss, asHarx iasiztod, tha world marlitt is in in-
soparabls psrt of capiiilist. Hmed tha plan -7ill =0t b3 rhle to pro-
vont competition in its most simpla fofm or ‘tts mOst viol:nt, .ovtsido +
ths nationzl socicty which would rddct in turn with divast ting aff ot
o n the national ‘plan.- b) Bacdiuso th3 gingle corperitict vouvld xtract
surplus waluo caé thc sooidty 'wo ‘1d continus to aceuanl tc wonlth -t
#=o.gnd and misary 2t ths-othor. orivon ‘to faco ra:lity, scmaroncatics
would thon raisz ths standard ‘of ‘living of th2 mass3s ir ordar to kaop
c-pitalism going. If %tho cafporitien cozs thf thin is werld most .
certainly not. ba cxsitalivt, Thon wo webld hove v ranlly rof clnss,
a philanthriopic clxss, .20 quite frankly, my cempitanca tc Ciscuss
such y class is limit <, o ’ h

Whan E-rx wroto thadhovo, i £t 3;rlv sixtl 3s, -~onopoly. cdpitalism
consistad of mara dots oo Lo horizen. Ay 'ch';. tiny 2 Bicnzl anarchy s
the pravailing forture of ¢ .pisanlism, i-d Farx, kavitzc 1 ofully sstap-
lishadihis ganoral ina, diseribod ns wal “ig habit, WAL cctunlly mistd
A}l through Capital 3 belibored tho earit:lists for o= s cwmorehy of
predustion in-a n'tiozal socinaty, chiaract ristic of %- iy 3. Tharx,
howevar, wxpoctdd *h: socinl rivolétion bafors ~ny = slo. 1 ?ociaty
had raichad th> limiss of i singlo’cerperation; 2 7ny coiragidg -
tha prolut ri.t te szizz power as-f:f wek as 1848, ul ¢ pital livod
A 1if2, 47 3'arx's vids, iadspmndeont of th: will' and ceos jersnass of
mon. Capital shipad mmj -m3a’did not shap- eapitil. I3 oS ro',ir%g
its.vray anc only th: wrolitariin rovolutieon or’ s:17-d3s5rvefipn;

vould stop it. Toka'th .t out of harx's systxa 2l i ing r ncins.
aAnd gantloam who call.thouselvds iarxists Wi babtor Sk vory
car 3fully ovor this .aspoet of Harx's work. Yot th: “wosyret of ecap-
it alists cctu:lly plovninig ecmplataly wis for I'drx, Ii--ls ond Lomin,
at first sight, : nractie:l faprssibility; arx ~laoss Jorisd €0t it
could t+vko place at 211, but at tho last triorg! mt ch 1+ -d Iis wind with
2 saving clzusz. Iz G¥scussing ths off et of fluctu 5ipus i vrico,
(v €1 111, p. 142), ho'shass hov scen £ncrpitfist cotrol of raw
matariks-gives way to thd bilof ¢hit'dmd 3 su- 1o will vuteslly

¥
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regulats ona ancthor, "And" 3ays karx, ey must_ ba \d@itted that
such control is on tha "holo irraonncilabla ﬂit?’t tbs Iars of sapitalist
prrduction and¢ romaina i‘orav::r A plitonic das.u' " or is Iir-it < te
axc2ptienal cn.parmion in timais of grnt strass '11d [ lglos.,ness. -
That is” precisely what wa havo today: tinas of graat abross and holglse
noss for’ o~p1tzlist pcrduct:icw. Tho Garman capitalisyict 1xnst has
lo rood thit in a war crisis sur‘ply and domand witl m‘. regulako, and
4 Hitlor ultimatsly had to bo.ng 8000 on tha haed o facules ‘to,.th3 lass.
on which h3 hims»lf 13-rn’d, 1% was ablo te_ talka thas, libcrties sly,.
boeau3a of thoir groat strosz and halplassnass. I x footncto to this
passaga, Bazsls, writing thirty yxrs lator, in 1894, Thoar monopoly
was much i‘urtx ar ~dmnood, om‘mittad himsglf to th» vin d-ut c..pitalist
) planning wus soon diaruptad ’ﬂ'! arJg l’”{) L] hor w’ri‘*i“ims "r'io" baka anptﬁo
wiow. " But what 7o hava €o 'ota, and, tz’*is tho hmrt 327 50 Iu and innor
assonoo of Marxism, i3 tHat although Mir® And Ehgalq 7:rs rors er loss
doubtf'ul of it, thay hald th a:s2lvas rigidly. to £h Shicorctioal pregne-
sis” a.*xd bdsod 2ll polidy, priismt wnd futurs, on &1, -

In’ 1878 Engals publishod. Anti-Di 5 ‘which Hrrx ra-C bcf‘trc it wes
‘printad. It cont-inad tha, fillming: * "But tf-a co1viirsior’ intp oithgr
Joint-stock companies or st165 preporty, ‘doos_ "‘.u daprive th: productivo
forcos of thair chxfackar 13 c- pital, In ﬁ‘xa c'-s’ ot . % juntnstsck
com_pﬁnias this is obvious. "And the 'udl:*_:, st towco, ix erly tha organi
zatien - “ith “which bourgaois sno.:.:ty -pr o dns. 1taq1p 1 orfer to rnintain
ths gonoral axtoaranl condn:ions of “tha o- pib .1ist mod of rroductien
agains€’ encro’tchm’ats aithor by tho werkars or hy im.i“‘idunl cipitalist.
Tho modarn st:te, whutover &is form, is sn 2ssentizlly ca Pitalist machine;
i1t is tho stato of tha capitalists, tha ideal cellie: “¥vq body, of 21l tho
c: pitalists. ‘Tho- nord productivc forcca it takas" ovor, ’J‘s'-,rora it
bscemos tho ‘real collccéive’ body of all tifn mgitalis.,s, tF3 rora”
citizons 1t axploi..s.‘ The' workers roami g wwgo-mrn;r s prol stirians,
Tha™ oapihiiét:raiﬁiov‘shiu is 1ot 'iboliahadg 1t is T pthar wghod ta
an mcéz"w;n'c.‘ ‘But 1t this ax€roe it cinngus inﬁﬁ ifs on tositay State
oiofsHip & tho ‘oroductiv: £ordd's 1s nat tho solt."'io ‘oi‘ t}'c con~
fliot, but it contxi=s within itsalf ths formil myini, ¢ Handla to
tha solution”

Stito ovnorship of the moins of gorduction mipms o comglotcly pL.nned
ccenény, Yior 3 _plannad than Hitf arfs,’ for oo smgn caditoIia€ "owna” any-
thing, yot th2"workurd ara ploitad ig v-ngo-Iﬂborara by n :onoiting
minority, @ for &n-:la this:s paopl: ax‘; cqpitxlia.s. drg s Is is saying:
"Taks notas, “this is not cny dcgonoraecd w-rzars‘“ st ta ser bursrucmtic
stafa sdclalish; ‘it is 'cipitalism. ~ Do 7ot : 1110w yours.: I . 8"tQ ba focl:d"
Tretsky, ’ﬁmavcr, in a1) his works, by statsmont 12d i:ml:[c t:ion, and
apocifionlly in his~ GO;&I’.VJI'SJ With Crdipﬂau, hold 2 °‘Iv ‘to tho baliof
th "t "stafs proparf:y AR piﬂ.n’d Seofieny *7ar 3 ipao P‘cuo scr’a serd -f
sociilisn, ‘or trnnsit:im:s.l to d6eia ligm, buf 3 a0t c‘ni Ixsr . 14 af
Intornal Bullotin, fa in'ar€féls of Nevinbor 4,71937, 12 Vritoas of tho
naw rivolution 'zgxi:xsﬁ the 3eviaé Burmuor‘cy, thé "qiﬂco thfs e rove-
luticn mu3t d«}vslnp on thao' basis ef st.vh'e prcporty Wad L r‘nod’ seencny,
Wa have charactoriz 5d tha ovirthrou &f tha ‘bursauer . ey -a8 . political
rovolution in contradistinction to the social ravol- ’"io.l in 1917". "his
is 3 diroct contradiction of &2z3ls. For to 3Ingals 35:%c proparty and



4

planned oconemy undor the control of a ruling class + ich rust be ovor-
threwn by = rovslution -is capitalism. . And if it is 20t copittlisnm then
Engels wrestonnd Marx approvod.of ponsgns; and vwhat is rera, wont out
of thoir way te do so, in thd misguided boliaf tmi thoy woro warning
tho proletariat against dangar. To think that Mg world not have.
knwm what xenenic forms énpital werld.a-~ums under stato uwwnorship,
is, in my opinisn, impudenos; nnd ~2.ean in~ging Marx's lcnguage if
somoond hzd told hin th:t thoso vhe, _éxxjough theoir stit:, monopolizod the
moans of production wora not § ¢l.33, bicause thoy a0 longor ownod pri-
v:t2 preporty in tha :j3ans of .producticn; or baczusa thd laws of. tho
ceuntry saié that theo preporty mis omod by nll,

Harx_and Engols had no doubt $hait.thoe.quastion as Lo vhothor state-
proporty is cupit:list gr soci:list q:ponded axolusivaely on whothar- tho
ruling class minority controls tho stabe, or tho workars, the rajority.
on the very nxt page of :nti-Duhring Engols axplains this.,

"By mora and nora transforming the great majority of iro pspulation.
into prolot.rians, tha capitilist modo ef preduction brinrs into boing
t hp foroe vhich, undor penalty of its evm dostruction, is conpellod to
carry #ut’ this rovelutisd, By ugr> énd mor 3 driving ton-rds thn conyor-
sien of tho vist socializod magas of production into state.property, it
itself points the way for carrying through ¢f.this rcvolution.: The pro-
}_gtax".iat s_g_i_iea_tz}_x.q Stato powor, and. transforms tho moans of production
in tho first instanca inte..Stato préparty,. - Sut in doiagz this, 1t pts -
o and to 1tsolf. as th: prolotarint, it puts ar oad tc all olnss -
difforonces and class .antagenisns, it puts an ond also to tho stata:
as tho 8 tato."

Fngols has hinsslf amphasized tho sontenca bogining "The pro-
lotarint ‘s'oiz o8 tha state pswor" and thoreby omthasiz s v+ t Marx
taught all his lifo, th t- tho differonco batwoon copitalism and socinl-
ism wa2s. 2ot 2 quastion of preporty form, -st -tz omership, but a quos-
tion of secial ralaticas, Thos3 wbo. think' that thay -3 Ciscovering
things which-iiarx and Engols did mot forosac will doubkless intoerprat
for us tha pissaga abovo.

Lonin and tho u:tionalizad Scoaomy

Lon in, liko Bngols, bogap by bolicving that it was impossdble for
~tha capitrlists to plan complstely,  though of thoir casacity to plan fo
a l.rgo degras,-ho h:d neidoudbt. But ho also kopt th: cavornl thoorotioal
. lino clo.r, despito his :rgunonts with Bukh:rin for soie three yoars on o
this vory quostion, to what degre2 could capitnlists rlam, Lonin night
doybt (fgr a ti:3) tho capacity of tha capitalist to »lan ‘conplotalys
Lia h:g no deubt: a5  &o wh t-a cenplately planaod systs. world be. In
S§t:t2 aad Revoluthon, Chaptor &, Saction 3, "Tha Abolitior of Farlianan-
‘tarisn?, F3 ' says thot .. uitty Gormiz Social-Jomoerat.of tro. last contruy
c:1l2d tha poat officc a mwmpla of the socizlist systur, "This is
vory true," siys Lepi n,  But -t once sapapates hinsslf pelitically
‘very sh orply fron this wit, "At prosunt th: post offics i asbusinoss
orgrnizod on th: liacs of 2 stato cnpitilist-munopoly?,  nd be hinself
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undorlines tha word caplitalist. "Imporialism is graduslly transforming
111 tructs Into organizations of a sinmidar typo. Over the ‘eonmon'
tollers, whe :ro ovorworkad and starvod, thors stinds the scna bourgcois
burcaucracy.” That for Lenin is ~ capitalist aconomy, stcto capitalisnm,
And what is seciclisni "OBur immoediate objoot is to organize tho whole
of national doonony on tho linos of tho pestal systam so thnt tho
tochnicians, ranagors, bookkasopors, asz well as'all ‘officirls shnll rocoive
salari:s no highor than 'workwoun's wagos' undor tho loudership of the
armod prolotariat. It is such a stata standing on such an 2conomic basis
thit wo nded", . It is tha work:rs coatrol that chingos tho cconony. Labor
n in’tha samo volumo, Chaptor 4, Scction 4, Lonin notos o statenent.-by
Engols§ thit at a oortain strga plandossnoss coases. .Mhoroupon Lonin, A
strotching his irm ovor twornty-four yours, shakas his finger warningly
2t Shachtuan, "Horo wo havo whit i3 nost ossential ia the theerotical
appraisal-of tho latost phasa'of capitalisn, 1.,0., inparizlisn, viz.

th:t capitalisa, Tho lattor nwst by:auphasizad baoansa &b a.arronaous

b ourgasis rofornist view thut-nonepoly capitaligm or state monwpoly
oipltalishh is no longor capitalism, but-.can already by torrod "stato
socinlisn®, or sousthing of thit sort; is vaory widosppoid. Tho trusta,
of aourso, have not eraitoed, do not-eroato-mow, and canrnot- eronto full .
an d eomplato plaming. But to whakovor oxtont thiy do plen, to whatover
axtont tho ocapitalist magnatos:sadoulito in advanco tho wolune of produce
tion on 2 nittionnl 2ad oven on ah fatornatio-al. sealo,: zué: to whatover
axtont thoy systomntically rogulato it, wo still ramin urdor-capitalisn
-- oapitalisn In 1its mew stagoe, it is truo, but still, uncoubtodly, oap-
italisn,"

Tho peint is oclozr. Lanin h:s underscorad soma -rordz., Ha gould
not Bo dlearor, ..t loxst ho would baw,e beon in no shsorctical dithor
bofora tha "diro phonomenod of Hitorlito Garmany., 3ut whet I want -tho
roxdar to nota particulirly.is thi mothod, Lonin's concorn to point ocut
vhatovor may bo tho dociasion as to-tho-fousibility or ol orwise of oapit-
alist planning, to whatovor axtont thzy plan or zogul e, that 1s to
say, if avon contrary to all his axpoct~tions, thay wi o #bla to rogulate
in full, 'wo still ramdin uxd or- éapitalism, - Thoory was the lifa-blood of
his noth'¢d, as’it wis for Mdrx and Bngéls. ' ‘nd for hiun, s for Marx .and
Engols, gocinlisr i3 ot'a quostion primarily of stato property or
plannod-production, it is & quastion of socinl ralations,

In'Tha Throatoming Citastrophey & of Lonin's noat irpertant.articlos
wr itton & fow days baforo Ostobar,-ho tolls tha Russi-n vorkors (and
‘#hoovor 21so trants to h3ar) what'is tho difforonco botwaor enpitalisn
end socidlisn, (Lonin, Towards tho Ssizure of Powor, Book I p.211),

"qu, oncs : largo-gonle capltalist enterprisc bacoios a ronopoly,
this 7ionns that it darvas tho ontiro poople.  Onos it h~s bocoro stabg
" monopoly, this moana & & tho stato,(i.0., tho ~rned -orgarization of
the popul<tion, prinurily of tho workers and tho poasaics, assuning
thoro i3 o roally rovolutidanry demooracy) dirsets t:9 miprprize --
in “hose intorcste? T

Eithor in tha intorasts of tho landownoers and einitzrlists; thon
wo h vo net : rovol-tion:ry dorocratic but a reictionziy burccam cratic
st-te, ad inporiiliat ropublic; er in the inkarosts of r.ovolutionary
dmocresy; thoz this is i1 rxlity a stop towards Soci~lism, ’

- . e o — - - v
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"For Seoialisn iz nothing but tho naxt atep forward fro st te onpitalist
onopolys Ia othar words, Socinlisn i3 nothing but state cupitalist
reaopsly mide to banofit the whols pooploy by this Bokoz it coisos to

bo capitalist nonopoly" ' :

Lot gur- thooroticians- b1its, not2, tho mationalis ftion.of oconomy
control of, proéuc}‘:iog. 126 control thorofore-of comsu. ption, Torcpoly of
foraiga trade, thoss-thingd | capitilisfistrte ouahwd bc o groator
or lazsor degross, 0§ urGar grantistrass and holplansnoss 2ven con-
platoly. Tha test of ik chunge fro ~espitndisr to soci~lis™ }1s.

.whatror this st to c:pit:ligr i3:irn tha‘intorosts of £ s @ tire paovnlo
or n3t, ‘hoethor a cinerity yhich controls it is called boirgoolsis
or bureaucracy, whather it morgad froata bourgacisiy of ;th3xid-
Ainathonth contury trype; or: frort tho rulsrs of whst w3 ‘tnce a workar!
st .to, whithor it ssttlas-its quairols by way of thi wuict or by way,
of judieial asgassiniticn, i3 a.patbor of historie:l iberest,andi: ;oo
of tagtic:l.inmportiace; byt for a Krrxian thooreotieias, svch thiams ure
aocondary,; subordinats, znd daanot- in. any degros-alter Sie basic fact
of th:jsocial rolation, coaplato nonopslization of ta: Lonns of pro-. x
Guotion by 3 rinority.appropriating uapaic- l:bor, il thersfors in-the!l.
lsttor a~d in tho spirit’of Kwrx, alocapitalist classs So th~t no -
poasiblo doubt could xist i tho rader's nind as to tre fundanental--
ocononic diffaroncs botwaen n-tionalizod coonomy bamofitirg a fow and
n tion~lizad cconosy briofiting tho whols poopls, I sh:11 give ons roro
stotonont of Lonin, modo thid tinoe aftor 'tha Russian Ruvolution, He
was urging th:t tho Soviot Stits ghould do its bost to trcrsforn such-
capitalism as oxisted in Russia izto state capitclism., Bukharin oorosed,
pointing out tho dungors of st:ito cipitalisn, and Loaia replied in ono of
his nost dotorminod polznica, Bors is a koy passago (vol. VII,ps 366,
Sslected oris.)

- -

"At, prasont, potty-bourgapis capitalisn provnils in Russia, and
it is-ona 2d the sa:c roxd thot leads fro- it to largo-senle eapitalisn
and to socinlisd, through ons nd tho swme intormedi:tr— st-tion crlled
TRatio=al accountisg and control of production and distribution”. Those
wro fail to undorst-nd this aro cemiitting 2 uapardoaable ristcke in
axononics. BEit-r thay do +iét ‘kmow tho facts of roaalivy, do not szaa

wh t-actually xists: aind arg uanbls to look tha truth i tre £ ce; or thoy
confino thaisalvis to abatractly conparing "eopitalist! with "soci:lisn"
ind £411 “to study the concrote forns and stagos of thz trorsititn that

is tukizng place it cur cowrtry.”

Hore, for this -rticle, w2 shall loav: th: thooratic.l question of
th s nationzliz x4 production. Stits ®apitnliss m2ias, .5 cvery dictionary
will toll, st t2 control or ;wmagonont of copitalisi. Troe dogroe and
axt-ut of this, 1ta corcrote ranif asttion will vury Tro country to
country ©s capitalist procductio= ¢ oirlianamt.rv 1z oeriey vary from
country to country il {ro: poricé to period. 3ut wart Tictsky snys in
th2 Rovolution Beotrzyed thot wobody knows what stz cunitrlisn is, he
was boing -araly zuilty of anothor of his ineradibla orrors, large and
s::211, on the Soviet Union, botrayod iato it by bis f:lsc policy. ¥hat
did ha think Leonin mount by "Statz capitnlian” during the sevor years that
he dofizod and rodefinid it in ifs evary rocurrant for:?  The olucidation
of thesc hewever ust =n it & vor2 sp.cicus plnce.
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7. Marxis: and tho watiomalizod Econeuy of "arnany.

In tho light of tho abovo, Stalinist. Russia is 10 frock steto, Jorkers
power heing lost, it is,f According to M rx's deoctria ¢ L.min's-,.‘a oap-
italist stato, It is 20 hybrid, It is part of a worldeconony, ap,.ccon-

emic patbarn to vhich 211 n:tion 1 gononie, aspixcially undor :great
stross and holplessnass, r» tondi~z. Fascist Geriay virick has nevar
givan tha slightost difficulty t¢ ny Marxisg annlyss, is 21l irportant
for undorstinding Lisrx's annylsis of .evpital and its, iprlication to.

Stalinist Russia. Lat us 53tablish a rolation with whzt ve ¢ 'n under-
$tand ocdily.  Teday, in Gormany, wa hiva a forn of st fe onpitalisn,
Tho Garman capitalist has titlod of préperty and owns. vt with his
raw matorials eontroll |, his priscs fixod, his siliry 2 ¢ profit fixod,
"and the surplas investad by coripulsion ia tha staty, ho is-ns nuch-a skate
‘functionary 1s his brother, hoid of A trust in Rus sia, ¢ nlso has his
raw natarinl controllud, his pricss fixed, his s:liry a:¢ ‘bomus fixod
+nd tho surplus profits of his ostablishuont fwaskod 42 gke stats,

What is tho capltnlist olass 14 Gormany? I Francho tie Pundred familios
rulad; in Ancrica sixty. How many 1f3 thor: in Gorwyt ~Lunin in 1916
gaid that thras hundrod eapitilists ruled Girmany. Todxr tho probable
awsbdr- 18 -bout thirty. "Thess gunblaiont, hand iy 7lova with tho Hitler
buraadericy, hava th) avoragd individual cipitalist at their -arey, - Hitlr
@ill h'v3 violant co=fliots “1ith th .43 pvan Roosivilt will haye with
DuPént, 'but as zg.inst tho Gariiin workors ind agairsf & -, vror1d. bourgeoisie
thoir disigraoono~ts zra € ctical, nét pringiplod, ” Lzain kow this since
1916 and thors ara iy chatboriig thit Lonin did not.forssza, whon in
1941 thay -eannot yaot 333 wh'.t “'a Baw "I1r ;ndy Jmanty-fivs venrs age., Yhen
h3 gaid th:t « handful of fi-:ee eroitalists rulad X covstry ha.noant
1t. That such 2 group shoull 'yisld powar to o dictntor ™o sorvas thon

-

27 yot dordnntos thar 3 a cornign-placa of History. Jut thrirty capitalsts
or thirty thousard for th:.t “ttor, ~re nat so-stupid 3 rot to know

th .t thoy ouand rulo o country without : stabls .soiorl bagis, - In Groat
Britain nost omors of public housss oro af tha absolu’s s arey of tho

$oor Birons though ::o~t of thoso olorka ara allowed to "own" thoir inns:

a rovdiling fiction, xoiplifying Marx"s condoption of thv charnctor. in-
hdront in cxpital, -/ -ust pawsa hora for a whils 2l ace- thot Marx's
spparamtly soni-nysticxl abstractions ira tha sur ast zulce to an undor-
at1iding of Hitlor, '

Cic oupit:list =lwgys kills oy, This i3 not \ 7i.aco of rhotorie by
hirx but & law of ‘eapitalise production, It is tho uifts o of capital e
3aparata not only ‘tha werk3rs by also ths 6apit:ilista frei tho ngang of
produstion, In svory oountry it I's thy' thirsty dsira of grpitalists to
bring wot -oaly ths woritors but, all”othor oapitaliats unchbr thair: goptrol.
Through Hitler, a fow cupitalists’ of Gormany hoya disciplinod. not aly
tha workors but 211 ths ofhur eapitilists, Whan thoy ¢o~ceontrato.all
¢ pital in the huids of tha atite, thay cirot halo &n wsclvas, Thay
ar2 going tho way eapitul gonpols thzi te go.. “hanaver e could,,Marx
warayd ths rosdor, tha thy capitilist was narely tha xgomt, tho rop-

resmgative, tha peraonifioc.tisn of onpit:l, w hich wiz sot for an inovi-
abla courss, 1 courso which nothizg could altsr. “Ancurulc tol. Acounulntel
Contralizo! Contr:lizof Tha social ',rol-.;-.'ti‘on that 13 copital coripols tho
biggor oapit.list to abaorb tho ¥mller)  Acouwl:ts on rerish, the
nizethenth sontury law of capit:ligt 2grinist capit:lict, bserrma thaslw
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of trust against trust, is now the law of country against country. 4s
leng as the neans of production remain monopalized in tre hends of & few,
being, by that token, capital, tlis’ law of cepitalist accumulation holds
gnd That a gross misunderstanding of l'arxism is therefore contained
in the formulat1on current amtng somé that Hitler has. abolished the
pr»fﬂ; motive. As if the profit motive were not’ *er=1y“*-‘ subjective
expression in hU'J‘B."l terms of carital's objective tendency to’ grenter
accumulatirn thrcugh centralizationl Jis if Hitler f1r fror abolishing is
not the sppremest esprossion of tha rrofit motive. T-e ctarving, tortueed
degraded workers of Germany wi'l be £l:d to know that the rrofit motive
is nbolished ind that they- labor now for the use of 1ll iriatesd of for tk
profit of few. Litler told them so and they doubted it, bt if Marxism
thinks so too, than it must be true. ¥e may as well cormit suicide if
we do not stifle this stupidity with the soo rn it deserves.

Far from abolishing capital Hitler is the super capitrlist. He has
carried to an extrsme the socialization of labor azd *"*e‘ expropriation
of capitalists from the means of production, which is ihe supplementnry
half .to tha ivorce of the workars from thase means ef procuotion. He
is aman used and not using. In evary céuntrv powerful zrents, representa-
tives, personific:tions of capital collectivize the rescurces of oapital,
soma more quickly than others, some more slowly, but ih all ceuntries tend
Ingifoward the sirgle corporation, -And as they do so, e exploitation
and dogradation of the messes, the class antagonisms, e burdons of the
state, the intornitional 2narchy, thé destruction of cxpitcl by world
axonomic crisis 1d world war, assume such proportioas tkct I for one
can only wonder at mentalities so perverse as to argus Yot Yarx and
Lenin did not forses. It is the social relationship, exproessed in the
monepelization of ths moans of procuvction, which, intencified in the
hands of the state, brin s incre.sing ruin in its train. Fere is tro
cipltalist relationship pushed to an axtrome with graator misery for the
workars. . nd yet - orx's analysis of Capital demands o cxpropriation of
capitalists by othar e pltelists., Is tho expropriatiar capitalist a
sccinlist? Felly pushad to an axtrome. Among capitalists this axpropric-
tion must take a capitolist form. A proletariat axnroprictes to destroy
c?pitalism, An.agent of capital expreprintes to priscrve capitalism, to
presorve a social ral.tion te the means of production.

Let us lesk ot Gormany mors closely. For Fitlaxr and ris capitalist
csscciates, literally to oxpreprinte, violently to senarate their victims
frem thoir prepoerty, would bo madness, They world only -ive tc find burcau-
crats to whem, resughly, th: scme omvluments will be p= id. But viclent ox-
rrepriatien will not only be ocenomically costly =d uscless, it will dos-
troy the whele hasis cf the systom which kecaps these thirty or three
hundred familizs whore thgy are. Through Hitler finince capital has all
tho bonefits and nonz of tha risks of capitalist =prouriction, 3But
exprepriation in f-ct while not in law has its dangers, The copitalist nd
in the inner ccuncils irks at the control frem above, i the ferthar away
he is from tho eentsr the more he too is "axploitsd”. e rubs his hands
at ths prospects of sonmark, Norway, France, ifrica, » % 't tho"same timo

it is 21l being arranged witheut him, In the hapoy tizs that are
ceming aft.r tho dofext of Britain and the defeat of Ansrica ho prefits
new confiscatad for w r will go where? Struggle will Jucide. Tho in-
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tarnal er axternal throat<having roceded, tha weakeninz, cr tha overthrow
¢f Hitlsr by a pilaco ravolutign for instancs, political sHifts and ohanges ,
moy givo tho German copitalist class as a whols a posvibility to strugglo
fler a moro oquitabld divisiod of tha speils. This strusrle may and prdY-
ably will toko tho form at first of an axclusivoly political struggle,
Rugimontation is not n.tural to cAritilism nnd > conflict botwaen the-
tondoncy to a singal cdrpor..tion and &ha noc23gity of miirtaining a suffi-
ciont social basis ‘“of porsons intarastd in the systam, while at the samo
timo t5lling th: werkers thet tho gfystom is now, is worz=ly cnothar of tho
‘ronding contradictions of- capitalisgm in its most desporate stagoes,

From hore we can now dxtond cur analysis to 3tilinist Russia,

Stalin also accumulatos and acoumulates, nd as e cccumulates capital

he accumulatoes contradictions., Ko and his burcaucrats have ths samo re-

1 tion as tho Gorman bourgaeisis to tho meins of production, monepolizatig
which givas thoso tho ehrracter of capital, ‘That is =ity t}e moro that
Rus3ia producod ths groutor tho inequality,’ But tha edntralization of
cipital foll into tha lap of Stalin's odpitilist olvss, Feving beon
accamplishad by ths proleotarian rovolutjon.* But, whoroas for the time
boing, the state copitalist rogimo in Girmany, daspite Filler's demdgogy,

is bost knittod togothsr againsk the wdrkors by ths traditional private
swnorship, Stclin, on thz other hand, from tha traditional basis of the
systom frem which ho and his gang hive emorgad, finds it equally xpedient
“te maintdin against”ths workers %&n& his individuaiis$ic enpitalists as
woll) tho fiction of comtmon owiership, so ‘long as th3 “Surcaucracy onjoys
‘practical momapoly. But oXenemically, what Germany is, Russia is, Tho
‘diffaronco 1s the diffarenca botwaon a oountry with 1ittle capital and
large storos of raw matarial and a country with largs 3tores of enpital

and little raw mitorial. Tho dynamids are difforont, the tendency is the
sama.

What capitalist Gormany will bo and what cipitalist Russia, depends eda
nultftudo of circumstincos some_ of which I' con touch oa féro,’ Agrin by te
old wo shall bost undorstand- tho naw: ~ SBéuld Gormany's capit~list class
‘as x whole racover political powar, 1€ will 5aolk fo 1bolisk plrnning and
70 backwards s Iritain went backwards'in 1918 aftbr "icr Socialism".
Notieng but war; xtromo holplessrioss or th=z'concontrztion camp wil}
provent them from cempoting., 3ut givon a sarious thraé to tha prosent
regimo from bolow, tho surviving Gorman bourgenisie mav Loke a deal with
the Scci=I Democr:cy -nd Stalin, ‘go right through with %o fiction ofax-
-propriition, peorhaps sucrifics th: rantiess, ca'l tha 20 regimé skato
focialism, and try to m:intdin thy atploitation of tho workers, 3talin,
through prossurs from o wictoricus Hitlor or as cono2islon to a Junkar
Germany, may wmako inroides on tha- idea of public ownership,

*Thon th: prelotiriat contfollsd. tha mons of produgtion thess wors sgoinl
woalth, with a law of motion absolutoly contrary to h: low of motign of
capital. Tho ecapitalist class was axpreprizt.d in Wws:iz, and a new rulig
¢Liss has'cnce mors ippropriated tha 19ns of production. Whareupen des-
pito tho'absclute incrsase in oroddction tho rolative rivpaeriz-tion of

the missos bsgins 1t onco, 1 diraect ¢fnsequonca of th: al'vrged social
rel:tions,
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revolution in‘Gerhany or the bourgeolsie nasquerading as state socialists would
‘zelie Stalin to fertify the fictiun of cefimen ewnership., The poscible:trensfor-
rations are infinite and in form entirely unpredictable. The coatent will nit
vary. In all oases the workers will be xpleited wage-laborers o#C the capitalist
class will cenfrol the exsnomy in proportion to its pelitical solilerity, This
for the time belng will be exsier in Russia becalise the s1d ocapitalist class
was blewn out of existence by the troletarian revelution and the nev one is not
burdened with the old heritage of. capitalist’ Germany. But in enonomic terms to-
day thuy are both the same,” and will centinue to be th'e sams uatil their insocl-
u ble centradictiens oompel the werkers to sieze pswer., Tha naiionalized econ-
omy will then 'serve the entire pescple instead of & minority, a1¢ tte contradic-
tions will caase.

Stalinist Rwssia and the:Marxist Theory of Distribution *

8, It 4s apparamt from ths above that thare 18 no need for us to beliove that
in 5talinist Ru'ssia we have a form of sooioety so far removed from anything we'
have over scen that we cannon defihe it according to the doctrines of Varx,
Let us new make ansther’ bype of Harxist approach to'Stalinist Rwssia, the
aprroach according to Marx's thoory ef distribution.

It is onc of Mark's rre:test discoveries that the conditions of distribution
in ony seclety are identical with the systam of productien baing meroly its ro-
vorse sido.. By cenditisns of disttibuticn Earx meant the mcthod of apportionment
o £ the tetal preduct to the difforont social groups in the population, groups
which teke their erigin, form and develepmont, from their relatio n to preductien,

Lot us Pirst take a capl’cahst distribution. In 1928 in Uhe United States,
e workcrs, Tarme rs, ah¢ elorical workers, 80,1% of the populstion, received
4£8.1% of the matibnal income. The beurgeoisie, 15.9% of the oonulation, recoived
51.9%. Five yoars agw, Trotsky" oalcu’lated that 15% of tho populatibn in Stalinist
Russia received 50% sf tho national income and the rest of the ‘populatien’ tho
b lance, roughly tho samo a5 the U,S.4,. ‘I’rntsky olways ugad data for his
\r\alyscs and was always sorupululsly cerroét in-his Use of tham. Eis orror was
onc of methsd. Frem infomation since available, his astimates can be accopted
cs sourd for 1935, ' Teday that ratie is much widor in Russin, Thonoe this simi-
larity?

Tretsky's explanatien is that tho bureaucracy 'steals, broaks tre principles
ol socialisn. This is ne oxplanation at all and philossphy had a word Trotsky
often used fer peapls who set up moral sr juridical norms anl thak blamo whele
scciotios for not canforming, - 'Prn’csky is horea deofining the -conomy by the law,
Farx always dofined ths law by tho ceswemy.  Tho equality of ¢istribution undor
socialism will be baspd not en-laiws but en tha aquality ef the social rolations
crising fren preduction. Ths incquality’ of distribution undor cepitalism is
bascd en the inequality of tho social rolations of capitalist prodrction, Lcms
should carrespond to and may influence, but thay do not decide preductive re
lations. If tho law deas not fit thoe eoenomy, thon tho law is % fault, not
the oconemy,- The sconomy is always right. This is not a verbalisz, Yarx said
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ofton thit on tho basis of tho social ralatiens of “capitalisn, thao distribution
undor capitalism was just. Tfo can recegnizo tho justice of Stalin's distribution,
on the basis &f tho immaturs scenomy, witheut casasing, like Iiaric,’ to work fer its
overthrew. * Te paint sut hew thd law is baing broken Is tha —vori of a pcliconhn,
n oconenist must constantly strifo to soc tho ‘connoction botweon productive and
scoial relations and enly aftorwsrds, for historical or agitationsl purpeses, con-
¢:rn himsolf with law,

Russia undeér Lonin was striving to transform an economy fitted only for cap-
italism, i/a. for a.certain soci:l rolation to production, into an oconomy which
wovld crcoate anothor social roalitien and thus giva the diot:torship itg cnly suro
rucrantee. In this lay thoe transitien, Tho indisponsable condition was the
dict.torship of tho proletariat, i,0, tho control of tho working poor. ¥ho olso,
1 pauscsto ask, can build socialism? Tho moment their powor is dbfinitiv_oly lost,
*ho distrisutiem once merce eponly assunas tho preportionality of distributi'en
undor capitalism bacousaé that propertionality is tho one that corrcesponds to tho
- sceicl rolations arising from thoe inmaturity of tho productive forces. Tha worid
rovolution weuld have fortifi.d, tho narrowly basod Russian dietatorship and nour-
ishod the economically feeblo productive forces, The world ravolution did not
zatorialize and tho roality ef social-ralations rgassort thsms:lves with singular
luninousness and olarity in the digtributien. What had stealing to do with this?
A burcaucrat in 2n offica can steal a' l:ad pencil er”a director of a trust can
stzal a fow million rubles, but whon yoyr analysis’ of an cconomy leads you te
st.te thet thirty nmillion pocple xre stiling seme twenty-five per cont of kho
netional income, tharaby disrupting tha nathral coonomic law of :jotion of that
sociaty, thon Marx is wounded in his very vitals and his syst:: connot possibly
stand such blews. Tho incemo of eno man may axpand or shrink cccording te his
qualities, meral or otherwisc. Tho incone of fiftoon million is sovothing on-
tirely boyend thoir nmoral control. Ycu cannot blane thom for it. To tnko this
seriously is to6 put mneself on a levol with thoso pettifogging idiots who seo the
origin of 3taliniam in tha organizational nmethods-of Lonin. -ilillions of peeplo .
€o not. steal.--It 1s pnssiblo agitation, quostiénable propaganda, but disnstrous
€s ocensnic thoery, Lenin said that an isolated Soviot Russia would plunge back
into capitalisn, and ho was porfoctly and litardilly corredtl *F~ is Trotsky with
Fis workars' stato perpetually’dogoncrating dnd Shacht fan with his ™new™ scciety
wka kavo openod up holos which will grow-desper dnd deopor a1d drown us unloss
wo rosslutely wado out ef them, 'As soen ns you sepirate distribution from pro-
duction tha soductive bub poisoneus wapers of idoalism aro up 5o your nock,

It is in cedern socicty 4bsve all that you cannot afford tho ‘slightest man-

Suvoring with production and distribution.. In foudal society _:he landlords and

the church owad their positién sot to their rels in th3 produciive systam but’

tc thair funotion as thooraticil and politisa} londars.  Fham conrodity preductien
“eoucs tha provailisg node of prodpctien,’tho social hiorarchy ond the corraspond-
Ing distributien ars basod dirsctly upod praguction. Ths social crisis is tho dis-
Proportion Wotweon distribution ‘and tha necdsiitios of production., In modern

80¢ jaty, production, social ralitions, distributfon, form one inCissolublo whela,
m"f‘-::ﬁs why Marx vias 1bloe, '9n. tho pasis of lhis :fnalysis of production, te clainm
th2t, ho had discowered tho "dconcric Yaw® of rid€ion of modera socicty" and to

E? odict i%s futhre course with such éonfidmeco, Change ono 21d a1l are changed.
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Basing myself on the «orxism ef Marx, I mako tha follovinz asscrtion, The

¢istributisn in Sgalinist Russia corrospends so ciosoly to tho distribution
in e~pitalist Anerica fer tho sinple roxson thht the social ral tions of produce
duotien in Russia cerrespond to the socia¥ rel:bicns*of production in Marioc,
Thzsa sacial ralations, in eich cowntry, c.'re.x ‘diverco of €tho grfoat nassss of
workers frea thoe means of production, laaving thow nothing to live by but the
stlo of labor-powor; 1nd on the sthor hind 4 Henspsly of tha niins - of production
by c ruling olass, "bourgesis" in the oo onse, "buroaucrats” ¥ iFe-other, But
both sociotles, fron ths vary charncter of the socinl rolaticms, obeying the
frrdamontallaws of oapitalist preductiocn. - Liodifioatidns of th:osc eoonomic laws
throre aro,. as monwpely capitalism modified thd: laws of frao < ocretitier ond
state nenepely capitalis: still furthor todifiad them, Othar differonces there
cre, cuo to goographical anviroanamt -and historPcal ‘erigin, But 2ll these
¢ifferyaeas dra sccondary, suppldnontary, subsrddmts to tha ‘disomtidl fact ef
the, ronopslization of tho 3zans of produstion which ‘stamps both =xonomias ns
o-pit~list. In pno socisty tho capitalists hold this nonbpol¥y by r'enn’s of the
lews of privato ownorship, . Ia t-o othor secioty the burcausrats hold tha ronopoly
in viplrtien of. th principlos.on which th's 'stite was originally foundad, Tho
fact roacins thit aich ruling class holds this monepoly, Th-t is wrora Ye nust
bagin. Whe ’.ppos;é;; this viaw nust dony ths faot 6F tho nonopoly, -or, adnitting
it, nust shor in what way th> ocensmic law of motion of Stalinist ‘society diffors.
froz tho ocenonic law of :iotion ef oipitalfst s¥olioty.

Trotsky and tho Thoery of distributien

Tr otsky's vhelo systor is built en an onbiroly diffarmnd  basis,' Fis
baeis is ths nutiomalized ocondny, tha form, and not the social relntions,
the contmt, and I hava to'dovots o little timo to ®bno of th: huga, econtinuous
C inogoapable blundors oGimittod by PTrotsky in his analysis of the Sovist
Lrion, ‘The.party will crntinue to floundor in ‘a thoorotical junglo unloss’it
takes distribution, in Harx's sense, into all its caloulations. "I'erx is vory
¢ loor as.to what ho wewms. ‘It is not at all o quostion of a sociecty producing
auch and.such cnnually and -struzgling ovar-its By conditions of ¢ istribution
lorx noant."thofoundations of spéoific: soodal funoctions. parfor=od ritfin tho.
cencitions of praductien tho. solves by “spocial cgonts in oomositior to tha dircct

rrodusors, Thoy inbuo tho conditions of production th s 19 s’ ~nc thair raproson-

t&tiﬂ)t with a .spscific social quality, They daternine th: »atire craractor and
t 5 ontiro novatent of production”, (Capital, *volume III, P«*1025). The nctunl
Fortion of tho product roecoivad by tha . variséus class8s is brssd on tFe social
rel t4ons of production doescribod hbove b y Harx,

_Foi how csuld Tretgky analyzs tho Saviob Union Ehose last ton yonrs and nover,
ever, maks that corsrolation? Ths raadon is bocause Trétsky is ccught in tho .
= ticpalizog coonany whiga ho s givon a cartifieats of purity =s the basis of a
vorkers stato anf ef 3 werkers' stata enly, et kmowing th-t it ccr to the basis
of ¢ eapitnlist stato as well, An oceneny, ho says; being nxtionnlizod, is trans-
itional 'to.,sociu.lfis:.i, Brpor nvnbor ands - Ha thon gees on to say (and I do net
sco how ho can aveid this) that tho 9iz trusts are socialist "ia principle”, Thay
~reo nothing of tho kind, %hsy are a preporty* fern in which <h: socinlization of
lnbor hos becn carried sut to an extroiioly high dogroe. Socinlist’ e¢rn be ronched
only through thom, But th@y ‘arc ns mero socialist "in princinla" tren Anctican
Tel‘: ‘and Tel, er tha ppst offfce, ovon though in capitalist do-ozogy the paoplo
onn the post offige. 1If @very inch of capital in Anmcrica worz takon ovar by the
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snorican gevernnont and trangferncd inte trusts like the post of{ice, with, the
-~3308 of tho paeple subjegbed te the. gsvernnent as thg werkors in the post
:ffice ara subjocted teday, thoro weuld still,be no sscialism "in Frinecipls" and
sn# think ethorwise had battor put.away thoir typowrigors and, toip a vow of
silonco until thoy hava regd Stato ard: Rovolutien: thrao times. If o workors!

stata -- and a werkors'-state is 2 stnte that raprosents,tho wopkors and repro-
sents noithor the capitalists nor.bursauorits -~ if-a werkors! stote can contral
ho distribution ef a hundrad ‘:illign psfxs-':tntS, thon. that scoicty is socinilist
*if principle", It will bs vory difficult to do that and imposzible te ds it
for any logth of tine, tho lovel of productivity boing so low.- “hilo this
coztrel lasts wa h va steinlisa ;i principlo”.. The socialized groperty fern,
?111lcd with a gonuino socinl-centent mukas such -contrel yary 2asy. But tha: prop-
;rty forn by 1tsolf solves nothing and is.thoreferc "in pringiple® pothing, That,
o idontificution ef socialised preporty forms with seciilist socinl relaticns,

1s Tretsky's initicl orrer, and fron thit nemont-ho isclost. it times he will
deonounce the inadequacy of 3Stalinist preperty. ferns but his:an:lysis botmays

his subordination’ ts then. Hg caunet,rslito his sscialist provorty -forns “in .
pkincipla" & the greving inequ:lity. of distriQutjon. His .nroduction is transitien
il to sceialism, his distribution is chasing bourgaeis secicty, Kcepiag his prod=-
detion ﬁecéeq alwoys te secialisi, ho.3gaes the distribution uaoving furth: and
furth or uw ay fron what by the principlos of sscinlism or th: old .Sowiet Consti-
sebien thoy sught to ba, Theerotically ha straadles a production clways heading

iz ong dircction and a . distrivution always hoading in the oth wr. Eis sitoatien

i3 én‘impvssiblg €10 and B is analytically perorless. . Unable to cornelota, all
Tecen de is doneunca, and his denunciation .r xmohes tho fronatic dicights of the
“rélclo on Tho Benapartigt Philosophy,,of tha State,IN,I, Juao, 1939} whero ha - -
kys thot tho Bosmp;xrtié‘t“a?poiratus’_of..tha stato 1s an-apparatus-for tha protoctien
of thiovds and plundorars and Stalin's chiof suppart are thiovss. This; As etonon
i analysis, is a psychslegical ouriesity, an .axarplo of nmalyticcl frustratien,
tcaching us nething ~bout sithor Stalinist scenenias or Stalinist politics. .

It may bo said that this is an .iselated article, . The Ravolution Batrayod is
30t ono whit bottor. It is 1:0r.3 ourofully slaherated, hones tho fundamontol orrors
T e rferg acsy. to scce Onm pago 244, Trotsky suns up:.'on’ "Social Rolations in the
Soviot Union,” "Two epposits tondencios arae grewing up sut of "7 dopths of the —
i""i%t roginas, Te tho ‘mxtent &hat. in centrast to a decayinz capitalism it dovaleps
¥'¢ productiva fercas, it is proparing tha' ecenenic basis of sccdalisnm.. To the
Xtont, that fer thd banefit of an, uppep stratun it carrios to worg and’nora
Xtroua sxprossicon bourgoeis nerns. af distribution, it is praparing a capitalist
.?estor:j.&ion} This ccatrast botwaen fori:s of preporty and-norus of distribution
“ionot grey indefinibely.. Zithar tho bourgeeis nern nust in oaa forn er. another
3’;*??;3!1‘ te Eh,a‘na;‘gs of preduction, or. tf'z @ norns of distribution cust be bréught”
%0 corfospendonco with thy socixlist preperty - systan,"

.. JFot us tdko it setenco by sontenco. Tho Seviet Union in concrast.to a_de-
;;3114;!, Ceapitalis: dovoleps the.productiva fercos and to-thit =xtont is przparing

20 sccnonic basis fer seciclisn, Trotsky's ‘thoery prehibits Wit fron sceing’

";t aftar a beurgesis-damsecratic rgvblu{:ign% In Russia, carried oput ns ng bourgiok-
,J::cl"éi;i_c revelution was evor ¢arried out bgfora, a-backwardscapitalist Russia,
15+ 1ts enerueus rasourcos of raw.nxtarials, -csuld not fail:to dévolop the ecenan-

- .

_T%jurces, in centrast .to a dgcayihg .capitalisn, fer thg sozson that Russian
“Pitalisn weuld not bo a docuying but a regsnorated oapitqliss, Develop thon
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.5 n werkors' stato could, thaba capitalist stato ceuld not dc; ot suych dovolop-
v at as it might achieve weuld not bo preparing th.s’e’cmmic basis Bf socinlism
cny nore than Gornany in. 1870-1900 er Anarica in 1921-1929 was arcparing .thoe
sconerile ‘basis ef secialisn, Riss. 2 in 1936 is Anorica in 1862, but vhorons.
werld cesngny was axpanding in 1863, in 1936 it was cheking oz iis om contrandic-
£ions,:. The apprepriatien of surplus_valug and tho fqverish'industrilaliz)ation aroe
of aprallol. typos. It is their difforont Historical erigin and differont world
envirennont which drove amorica Cerward so leng and is ruining Russin alregdy.

"Te the oxtont that for th2 bomofit of tn uppor stratun it carrios to nore
end Zoro axtrene cxprossion tht bourgzeis nwrhs ef distribut on, it is proparing
e c-pitnlist rastoration,! .thors? Whore in production ds thoro tre slightost
sign of ‘this capit=list rostoration which is boing gr éparod?. ouwhere, Hzero is
ono o-f Trotsky's most porsistont illugiens. Tho turoaucracy holds tightly.to
tro "soclalist forms of preperty", ths n=tionnliz od ccenony+is s nntionalized
%k ¢ nonspoly of foroign tradd is as nonopolizod, tho dtate trustg nre os trusti-
ficd &3 they wver woro, Stalin's groatest contribution te Soviot coonomy is tho
irustification of thz pgisantry, "net “the roverse. It is net bourgcois norne of-
¢igtribution that ars éxusing” jndividualist tendeacies in th2 collectivo farns.

Thoy would appear today (1941) undor any sort of ccenemy. -And vhenevor he can
do sc Stolin stamps thonm out withedt noroy,

Tretsky simply cannot substantiate any.praparation,. and if hu cannot, neno

of +is fellewors can, Propar:tiens pay exist ir Stalin's mind, but that is not.

-~ subjoct for ccensnic analysis unloss thoro' is concroto nanifostotion,. Trotsky's
follopors will talk beut schosl-foos for Srerkors! childron 2 titles in the . -
oriy. But proparatiens for chasging tho proporty ferns? ~Their .omly ovidonce 1is
Tro tsky's fours. against tha svarvhelning inoqualitiss of distribution Trotsky
oo give anly ‘quite mythieal “propardtions . And his nxt sontuncc shows thnt his
iritial orror still holds hi. tight. His controdistien is batweon "forns of
proparty" :nd "norns of distrivtuisn". Tho contrast is fictitiovs. His ranl
costr-st is bobtwoon his 1s yot invisibls praparations-and tra’vory visible
imequality, - Hxd ho.realized th-t withid thase "forms of property”" socinl rolations
could chango, he would havo booxn cblo to co=relito tho charigias socinl rolntions
b~sod -on productisn with his distributien, = Instead his last sasience shows how

st rictly 1linitod ho is to th2 forns of proporty. "withar 43 borrgoois norm
irst in ong form sr anethor spréxd to the means of production, or tkc norns of
¢istribution -ust bc brought into corrospsandonce with the soci~list property
systa:,” Bchind those rhythnical poriods, ‘npparently tho vorfect oxpression of o
truly Earxian contrudiction, is 43dd 3% the utnost vielonce to llarxism ~nd to

i pls cermen seonss. xcusabls, though fadse, in 1936, in 1941 d.cy ~ro a preef
of —othing clso-but tihe fundarantnl inadoquacy of thg analysis ex vhich thoy cre
vrsed . +h-t doas it mema, "bringiag" ths nortis of distridution’ irto "corrospon-
Comes with" th: "sscitlist property systen'? It noand oubding ihe incoune of thirty
i7illion poople, sod by o or three nillions by {esur-fifties, ox.crs by tuo-fifth-,
gXhors by ona-fifth, 2 trapsfor in nll of seio twonty-five parcat cf the nationnl
i~co-c. It noins distributing A portisn of this incor?2 anong 1blllons of poor

~=d applying the risb to tha 2ational eeonony ia an amtirely dirffarent wwny from
Stolin's. It reons srganizing © state which will gird itsslf fow tye inovitable
b-%tls botwean tho inplicitions of thz dictatership of tha prolcisriat and an
1solatod Russian zcenery still backward, It noans saashing o risces tho stnte
-rich Stalirn hos tuilt, it =>ans broaking up the arny and reco-sirvcting it as
St.lin reconsbructsd it during fiftsen yzars, with aceoleratad -ste in tho last
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fcw y=rs. lt moans gotting rid of tha GPU as cenplataly as the Cetober Revelu-
tio= geb rid of the “khrana; it monns abovs all this caking the uorkers through
3oviots ard Trade Unions thy mastors of tha fictorids. In additior to this, ths
3t2li 2ist Stato has murdorx ond inpris snod and slardored so rwny nrillions of
pecplo that in allprebability thora is ao socioty in the world whare so nuch
‘ato hossnccuriul-ted for th ruling stabe. Alsuccossful proletarian revolution
i~ Russia.will causc an oxodus couparabl-: tg th: flight of tho Tscrist aristec-
reey. Yot e:ly posple but ideas will huva to ba.born anow. 3 one of the mosont
rulinz class will join tho rayolution aa in all ravelutions,. but thet doos not
in tke loast altor tho tronondous transfernation, tho social ravolutiom, cen—
cozled bchind Tretsky's "nust bo brought into corroespend mco with".* - Yéu nay
-1tost s woll say "Tho stato contrel of Gorran irdustry creat:s o- situation in
nhich =11 th~t is nsedod is tc bring distribution into cerrespondenco 'wit h the
gcssibilitios of tho stats controllod oconecy”. Whit is the s:nzo in ealling
sociglist proporty systa" an aconony within which such ¥ ast contradictions
can afcunulata as to nooed:n secialist rovolution of -that scops %o resolva thon?
If ¥3rz , Engels and Lenin had usod those tarns in that way, 3t would kuve beon
=ecassary to rovise them. Thay didn't., Tho sppesod such concoptions and to
porsist in this crrcr today after histery has forazd:-it on our notiec would be
to convict. ovrsclv:s of a malignant fanaticisnms What Tritsiy is - talking about
i3 socializod preparty "forns" which axist vory woll under izporinlisn. «Thoso,
¢ox praduca bourgeois nori:s-of distribution when thoy ro:Sourgzois, i.0. caps °
ito)ists A'Tsocialist preporty systu” rust moan a Systom of property whora tho
sans o production ~re not wonspolized by a ninority, as ia cpitelisn, but at
tro stort by tho majerity and afterwards by all., This is tha vory rajority mono-
.polization which cravonts “ourgoois nornis, Tt--is the. absonce of it which
creates thon, "socialized proporty forms" or rio "seoializod ‘proporty fornss - ‘The
zcans; of productien are monopolizod in Russgia by a nimority.. ™e social rolations
of rroduction croato bourgoois norma of distribution bogauss the social relations
<ra bourgaois, i.c. capitalist. Lot mo warn the did-hard workors' stators, tho
unrogonerate adheronts- of dogenoration, tha:hypnotized nationalized econonists,.
If 2ot already, ‘thon bofore long the working olass in Stalinisi Russia ney bo
rccf'aj.ving’ in-actuality a smelloer proportion of, tho national ircorc than tho
;’;::ci';gg.nf-g:q;;cigxg class, S'caltin will mako tho workers work twolvs hours a_day,
¥i1l'reduge then, to uisory, degradation and slavery “ovon grattor than taday if-
Wzt is pessibloe; dgponding upon %ho.coursc of tho ‘Eurepcan mar, ney ovea join-
Fitlorts "now srdor™; but you, with. tha noosc ef a false policy growing tightor
e tightor arourd your nack, will still bo bloating, “Yos, it is tha nost-bar-
derous rogine on oarth, But. leok, what can I do?- -The aconomy is hrtionalizaed,"
7“?0.‘0'3'5-\59q1dh be so stupid as tc axpoot a strictly socinlist “istribution af
tor ag tho workors h-va soizod power.  Earx warned thet o sociolist distribu-
tioh cun bo "taintod with & eapitalist linitaticn". . But whon o Teccirlist™ dis-
“tribution approaches a capitalist linitation it fs tine to stop 2i:d exoarrvine, ~
“I £ =5 - hivo at bost in Russia is a capitaligt distribution, Sainted with a faint
Thiff cf socizlist distritution, chiofly i1 spaochos.  ®uro wator con bo €aintoed
“ith poison without dingor. 3ut when tha taing of ‘poison continually grows to

steh 2n extamtb that tho resulting combization is £ir nore poison: thah wator, thm
o scimod which continu:s to erll tho watsF dogonaratad water is% liko Hanry
Fsr}it s viod of history, Aﬁur%k.w I 233¥gghq this porfootly cloare illustration to
% flcotnote, for {llustration it is and no.moro, ' The Cannoni% ) nracticéd ‘of ocn-
ducting ‘sconsnic ind political Analysis om the basis of Russic Wirg n'large
tride union is a dograding porversion, and I de not. want to stort another:
“Vs2ia "is poigson 1:d waker, -
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TROTSKY ANO THE FUTURE CF STALINIST RUSSIA

4 basic miztake liko Trotsky's not only falsifios imedinrto analysis but puts
ur barriors boferc épon doors, In Chaptar VI, "The Growth of Inoquality and
Scoial Antagonisns," Tretsky tolks about distribution in tho first paragraph but
soon it is oloar thnt ha is talking absut tha nochanics of tho circulation of
co roditiss, On thut same pago ho says, aftor corpairing thz Soviot oconsny to
capitalisn, "4 ralsing of tho productivity of labor.'on tho' basis ‘ofs-coriodi ty- eirm
cul tioxz nsans 2t tho samo- tino a growth of inoquality.™ FKore =% lostiho is on tb
virgd of ‘scbrnenic annlysis. But ho doas’not €o1low it up. o' orocceds. instond .
so "doseriba’ tho inoquality, givihg  axamplos, dnd 2k usual accused tho 5,alinist:
bursaueracy of “graft and ‘'sproulation”,: It wild bo oasy for his cpologisés to
guotc passagos whoro he arpoars to bo followlhg Marxis analybtical i cthod. In
r¢zlity ho is unnblo to do anything of 4h% kind in this instaioc owing to hig'.
fclso premisos. And wh-tovar significancd’ suek pissages may have cra dostroyed
by tho conolusion of tho chapbor, bno of his bost kmownt'piscos .ard yot anothor

2plo of tho gaping doficioncy of his ahalysis. Ho calculab:s t o distribution
of the product amd arrives at’ ths corklusion I havs quoted adove, that 15 to 20
pcreent of the pepulztich enjoys net Huch 1388 woalth thaz is oajoyed by tha ro-
vaining 80 to 85 poroont. -"THo distributicn of the oarth's gocds in tho: Soviat
Urion, wo de not doubt is ‘inconmpatably wore dohboratie thar it wos: {m Tsarist
Tussia, ahd even thon it is in tho-hodt-démcsiatit sountrids “of the Vost, (lot
that pass for tho nmonoent, - JRJ) But-it has yobt Iittlo in omon with. socialisn”.
4vC thorae Trotsky stops. ' , ' '

But whit a plice to stop} Ko Marxist fivastigator ‘6an stop “hora. In Marxis
sconorics o nodorn secisgty in which fiftoon paordent of thé population orijoys as.
vuch of the woalth as oighty-five poreont, is o soolety doonod %o pem-anont socinl
criscs avd ultimatos collapse: Tho viéiousndss of t¥o cdpitaliss systor of pro-
Cvction is :8d01 rost clairly is jts distritution., It is tho accunulation of - -
wetlth <t ‘ono ord and misory at tha -othar, goveraing ‘tho ontirs crarnctor and move-
7ont of production, which causes.capitalist collapsa. Here'ds o sccicty which re-
rrodu ces the samo tondaney in distribution: in-approximataly th: srre propértions,
“rc Trotsky porsists in calling it tho basis of o workors' st:.to.crd transitionmal
tc socialist, HNothing can s2vo Stalinidt oconomy, as nothinz can save Anmerican
crpitalisn whiaro tho préportiomality of distributisn is tha s-wic. -Trotsky is-so
Zer from Narx that ha doss not oven didcuss tho quostion of collapse in torns of
¢ris distribution, which om th: wholo is nothi-g olsé but an axaniple of tho .
genoral -law of oapitalict acéunulation, Instond heéan only disctss proparty forus.
For hin %he quostion of collapss ig tiod up with whothar th? burctucracy wiil
cronto "forns of preperty" suitabloa tc itsolf,. If it docs, thar tre gmoral gains

of Cctobor will be lost, atcs Ho.goos round and round insidc thoso proparty
forus, cigods Aad 2s soon as ho'trios o léave he is drivon into idealisn, 1In

T ¢ pClomic with Bursham.and Carter ‘ha prodicatos thd possibilitr of the docline

of Scvidt ‘sconomy on tha "izcempatonce" of tha burcaucracy,  That kind of Marxist
doctrine is this? Sinco whon &6 ocononies docline owing te t22 "ircoripstonce" of
= ¢lass? Trotsky Imovs this vary well avorywhora 'olso but for him Stalinist
cconony is a form ef "socizlist proporty. It is transitional to socialisn, If -
it should go snash, when to blaze? Trotsky caf:8ivé énly ono aiiswer. The dis-
henest bur cauerady, tho inceupetont burocaucracy, If only th> buronucrncy obaoyed
‘the ton commandmonts) Pslities has a romorsoloss logic and 4 fu-dmental orror
iz the interprotation.of Marxiaa lindsvyou with.both feot in tH= carp of Chris-
tizrity. Tho inevitability of Stalinist cellapso is in tho distribution and is
rct dependent upon the property foris tho burcnucracy nay or 1w act consecliidnte,
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jvs honesty or its competonce, If tha eroporty forms romain x-ctly =s they nre,
¢ continual erisis nnd ultinato eollapso are oqually cortain, The collapsac

ys trore already, in the proportionality of tho distribution, 1t tho conflict of
s~is propertionality with tho devslopiat of tha productive forces ard its offcot
cr tkc agonts of production, Tha tonsien ia Soviet socicty is evidonco of the
strain to which tho distribution is subjoacting the productivs forcos. Tho Russiwn
sroletari~t will save tho Russizi sconouy, But tho Amorictin aroletrring will

szve .-tho Anerican acduony, To dntroduco tha rovolut.’gon 8 a corrcctive is ancther
svegion, Bach oconoumy is transitiomal te erises ard collapso, a-d transitional to
;ctﬁi:ig alsa. ’

Fornaliasn in your analysis of productiva rolitions load inovitably to fornnlisn
iz ovory othor part of your analysis,  Trotsky, kmoving bottar i= thoory, is cone
ralled #d practico to mako 1 parfactly for;:sw.l‘diff’orontiatioz; between a political
}:gd;qtipn and a soolal rovolution. BEvary politieal rovolution is in sone dograe
= social revolutien for it wffacts production and thoreby distribution, or vice
versa, for the two cennot bo spoaratod. It is the axtent and dogrece of this trans-
ferrgtion which changes = political.into a social revolution. A royolution which
ci'nges distribution in Russia to tho axtomt that the proletirizt will have to
el nga gi.t; s thergby chonging tho a:tiro charncter and novenmt of preduction; will
b3 3 secinl rovelution, Shochtman says so but hs doos not nonn’ it renlly, For
orco ho enlls his "now"socioty’ stato-soolnlisn, sinotifying t4s 3cononic systar,
Trotsky-foshion; thon his ravolution will be nerdly to change tho state, i,0. it
7111" be "purcly” politicml, Sh-chtran wilt protast, His ch:.nge of the stnto
“3 n8 a chango in socicl rolrticns., Thon say so, and dofiho your socinl rolations;
and do not follow Trotsky in confusing soc inlized proverty for:s orc¢ socinlist
sgeinl relations-. ' ' " 4

Thoss who follow Trotsky will ploasa xplain why in Anarica tre Cisproportion
¢f the distribution, tho complaiont of production and govarning its entire charnc-
ter 2nd “ovanont; will land tc collapsc, but sinilar disproporsions in Soviot
fussin, also, according to Larx, the conplomont of production 1@ govarning its
srtire ¢haractor and rovauant, have to wait on thy consolidation or othorwisoe of
%3 property forus by tha burazucrzoy. ~To say that the distribution will causa’

P

te bereaucricy. to change tha' proporty forns is not, bhly quastionable but is.to
2‘3'.33%?@;!;5.1;,{;?1@: distribution 1s the docisivi factor; and the' distribution has'alrend
shmn;‘igsgx" for whit, it is with tha proporty forns unchangad: “hich is jot an-
othor, pfcof thait it is not for:s of proporty but socinl ralskions that decido
distri;&ztiog axd thes decido for collapse or continuous progress. To baliave that
:"91121930 s inevitable in' one caso, but not iz the other is to bolicve that sone-
<0, 8talin amd. the bureaueracy-at a certain stige will raiso th2 standard of living
°f t19.:a80sF Lok .us for tho vomont. agros., But than thora is 20 rewson £o doubt
i Hitlor and tha Gorzan bourgeoisio will do tho same (aftor they get dnough
livir g.sp2ce,) -anxd thoso comradas whoso positions 1oad than to suck ecnolusions
%2d not ‘leave the party but should also join tho church whica has 2long =porionco
* th?'ﬂlj t of soral suasion, Once wa accopt that distribut fon, ir nodern society
= Barfheular, is tho complo anb of production, th:t it govarns &6 ontiro charac—
fff é%f{!@,;'x}ovemogt; of production, and that tha distribution in 3talirist Russia
1?‘.,vsfjs.~,‘ineyib1b1y to collapsa, then to sey thit an sconeny transiticndal to collapse
qu;‘\c,thg sane tino transitional to secialisn is to talk tha -ost a%solute and un-
}tligj.cd nonsensa, ‘
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Tre qu ostion may be askeds What would be the distribution in ~ sthbo with

a socisl relation differmt from Stalin 's but backward 2-d sreparing for war?
If Stalinist Russia wore in any sonso of thoe word o workers' st .te, thn tendoncy
of ¢istribution, if ovea taintod with 2 capitalist limitation, world kave tnkon
an cxaotly opposite tura to the ono it took at tha approach of e war aftor

Germony loft the Lengue of Nitions, Iastead of raiging the oy, of tha buronicracy
th o workers'! lecdors would iastiﬁctixcly saok’ to buttress th nroletrriwn dictat-
orship by naking tho necossary sacrifics s fall 1sss on tho noor aré loast of all
on tho poorast. Thore might be an -bsoluto docrenso but a ral:bive incronso in the
coasurption of tho workors, Instond, nowhore in tha capitalist world prephring
for war has-thors boon such bstontatious incroaso in tha consunption of tho
ruling olass as in St:linist Russia, -T6 eall it any sort of workers' stato §s a
zockary. If morbors of an alion or socially doubtful class 17d %o axoreise Auth o
rity-in- production or in the orny, thoy would b 2 *surrounded bv vigilant roproson-
tatives of.tha poorost workosrs, whoro would be tha great stroagth of the dictntor-
skip. To thosc socinl rolations tho distribution would iﬂf\lliolv corrzspond, -

n¢ never iore so than in a poriod of dn ngar, whon axonomic aad soci~1 ronlitios
éfisé baro. This was Farx's taaory, “this was Loain's theory 11d wrnotico. Tt
wes in thi this way that Russia saved hersolf in tho Civil war, Toluy iq Por1nny,,’
Tussia .and Anerica, tho axnot oprosite is hopponing. Tho distribution is axhibi-
ting ,tho sooisl hiasrarchy of production, workgrs! privation got“ing proporticn--
htoly greator at ovaery nav stigs. At tha sidie tiid the ruling class gnthers its
¢iscipline into its hands. Iaitbar Hitlor, Stwlin nor, Ropscvalc rules n stato.
~¥ich oanret bs dofined, o C "

If it whould happod that thae f or:is of proporty should chinge, the dio-hards
~otld raise a howl of triumph, s thoy will if tonorrow Hitlor attocks Russin, .
Thoy will havoe bosa "vindioitad".” In roality changss in Stalinist Russin's
copitalist ocenonmy will be distatod by circuistances, oacononic end politicwl, in
theo s.ro why that tho ittacik on Britain was dictrtod by eeonoiic ard politieal
circungtanoes wxd not ba any contradictici botwoon British zconouw and Garman
ocomony o’ re doadly than the contradiction botwoon the ”hthZQIlZOd oconsnioes .
of I itlor and Stalin, EBitl:r attacks whord it suits hin bost, and circunstancos
€ictitse, Britatin today, Russin tororrow, or as it night havs boam, Russia today,
Britaia tomorrow. 3Stalin's politiedl and ccononic shifts will be eiﬁilﬁrly oppor=-
tunistio, dictatdd by circunstances, To uso Gormany ns a zuida, I said o~rlior
thnt after a'war, accordiang tc tho rclqtionship of forcos ias;dv ard ouvtside of

Corzony, tho Gorman.bourgooisis ray woll gain o ‘rolazation of co“trol. It noy
cone froiz-socinl collapso. -Braakdowa of transport, for instanes, will start -
sirplo comnodity productior’nll ¢vdr tho outlying arens. 3ut *i: otk or t%rough
censcious offert or tho forec of circuwistaree, this :wch is cortain, VT“c contra-
¢ictions of cipitnlisz beingz unsolvod, odco zora tho ruling eliss in Ggrﬁn wy will.
bo coitpolled to bring that coonouy, if rela-ad, into an iron »1scipliﬂo, this
tirc probably goiag evem furth.ir in forrnl natzcvnllzwuion than todny, The snno
cirsuirstinos will shape Russid, - Tatarnal chaos, due to bre"&ows or.prissure.
free. o domincant Goriniiny, - my c-use & ciznage in Stﬂlinlst "oropaoriy forms s, Th
trusts vay couzpote rith onek cthar.,  That caimod st., 4 S¢alin or Visg succcssor,
~ Titler gauloiter, cven if 1is nano ware RO“&WOff, would bo coivallod onod mors
tc discipline, to a-tionalizs the zoconom Yo and in 1950 thz onarnoff dynqsty my
‘cigh cvoer an ecconoity indistinguishaiblo in all essantials of c*ow;'llst production
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¢f tho imperirlist era frono Trotsky's degenarated workors! stafa, l'ilimry
cezquest of Russia by Germany or vice-versa would ndvanco or rataré this tendoncy
i~ teront in enpital, but tho tondenoy is. thora, 18 inevit:.bl*o 238 tte river runs
tc tho sea. T hat is tha coursc of history today, capital noting from chaos apd
scopatition to viga-like discipline which will broak down into chucs and coupe-
tition, to struzzle to discipline gain, tho zenzral Yondoncy boing to ceniplete
~ctionnlization indide tho country, ‘prticalnrly in proparation for conpetition
cu{:sidc, war, War in tura wi'l roetet unon the int sranl ccononic, bi'cnking sorng

~

ur for a tine, or strongthoding ona =t tha ‘xpoasa of othars, wharouron o shall

sce, We suo alrondy, anothor Yondeney, tha taadency toward on3 world capit alist
strte, Lenin, a man of theory, navsr doniod tho tandoncy to 010 werld capitalist
st tes But, 2s he s:id, a lot. of things will hapgon baforae thea, It wns Lonin's
tcsk te diroct tho annlysis of capital froa the naticnal boudiries te which _
larx linited hinsolf, te tha predoninantly intornational charactor wkich capital-
b-d assuned b 1914, The snarchy which Karx had so insistad upoa’ ir 3. national .
secioty 1s hanmnered into’ urwillizng ordor only. to transfor th Intornnl anarchy
irtc tho :zore concentratad axd dastructivo’ anarchy of world-wido ir perialist
mere In oppcsition thara is tha prolatarian rovolution, in Gor-iay, in. Britian,
in India, in Russia, and tho actionalist. nd colonial ratolutions. Thoso will
brinrg an o nd to tho chaos, whothar disciplinad or undiscipliiad, by substituting
m2jority centrol for minority. control of th) foress of production, Thaso rovolu-
tions will tako placo becauss capital, a social rolqtion,'cgrgp_ql;s_ ‘the rassas

Sc rovolt er parish, Russia i{s ono of tha mihority-’-contr-ﬁlodfgreas, the
Stalinist burcaueracy a part of tha fércos of opprassion, thg ussian prolotarian
revelution o seeial rovelution., Thit is a @atter not only of sconoric analysis
st of roading the daily papor, T

For years Trotsky, linitod by. kis inflnted ostirato of tho 1xtioncliz ed sconony,
s'W the Soviot Union axclusively in torms of "secinlist" ordot or cepitalist
chios., Th:t thoro is an order which a1 capitalist govaranent, opon or disguised
weeld inposo on Russian chaos was bayond hHis horizon, 1In 1939 hovover roality,
forced itself on hin and, to the porpetucl coxfusion of his followars, ho took..
tha nationalizad sconony without werkers! powor out of. 1its ocse, draw it to its

legioal ecnciusion, and found it capitalist tc¢ its bones,

Woro Trotsky still living, tho oprosition to his viows hire exrressed ¥ ith
@3 unoquivectticn of tha Bolshovik traditicn, tho inportancs of tF o subjoct and
te irrocpnoihbiltty of tho positions, 7Tould nocessitita no parsonal axplanation,
&=€¢ I de not propesa to naka-any concessions. ¥o the ghouls who nomrish thoir thin
sculs on vulgarizations of his work, and bofouf his nemory by howlkine soraps of
Eis tablo-talk, But tho umcry might bo led ‘into the! quandary of,rct being ablo.
to roconeile the thaoroticin of ths Portanont Rovolution, tha histerian of |
Cetebor, tho analyat of Gorian. fiscisn, and thg censistently profound and brilliant
Co:rentutor on public affairs; with the c;'i.gi?ig*’.ﬁq‘xj,_ of tho grisvous érrors harc
Xpounded, Tho axplanation is ot diffiocult, Croo_ho had weds the rationalizoed
coemony his basis, ho had “oro aid Sera e, borturo radlity bo £it intc his. schora,
Civen this praiise overything flewod, but tha pranisa was wrong,

In a noro ccmplote study 1 shall n0w.on.iy furthor axposa Tretsky's ronunaental
Orrers orn t h Soviaf; ¥ nion, but shall attanpt to traco tr3 ataps by which ho
V.8 led t6 =oo thor. Thosc whe ¢21k glibly about his psychologic~l wonknass for
the Cetebaor Avolution de net cw tho 62libro of the 'an, 1+l our rratour thoora-

ticians of tha unccnsciocus, cbjoctionable onough in privata lif2, org not only
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offonsivo but dangarous as political guides.®  As far back as 1922 Trotsky had
regervations about Lonin's uso of tho torm, state capitalisn, Next, owinz tc the
backwardnoss of Russia, ha and all -Bolshoviks, always onphasizod tre planning side
of sooiclist prcduction, Thirdly, whoro in 1925 Shlyapnikov toolz the position
k-t the Lorkers' Btato was doxd, Tretsky opposed hinm, and had the sntisfaction
of socing tho dictatorghip of tho crolatarint, distortod as it w18, rosist the
wulak demination, and nakoe tHo groit offort to 3stablish itself of c sound coonm-
ic basis. It was a groit amalytieal triunph but it led to his dormfall, Fran
troro ho wis lod tc trust axolusivoly tc t:o mationalizod oconeny, tho basis of
tho sucoossas of industriilization.. Pelitieally the'road tr orror whs gronsad,
Tct his nostalgia but his _éxporiscg cf thi Russian Revolution l2d Fin guite .
rightly to onphasize tho qualit:tive difforanco botroon a ravoluticn in which all
coononic. power was ccneontrated in tho state and the noral whight wns.on tho sido
of tha srolotariat, and a ravoluticn agrinst a. traditioml claas ir vhich this:
ro-or pas dispersed, Lenin had alsc rocognizod tha first point sc clearly that
¢ =as driven.into che of his raro cases of axaggeratiom, For a period, say up
to 1935 cr oven 1936, thouzh 1936 is putting it late, opo mizht il with roison
cbeut o political reveluticn, - Trotsiy was first in tha brozch 236 would bo tho.
1ast te-loave. But the social rolaticng in production, which rs~ctod 2 dofinitive
strgo in -thd .rasclutions on érganization in 1934, had boon gradully. pushirg the
¢istribution in a.sisilar direetios; - By 1935 tho.acoumuliting quontity burst its
hends nad distribution, assusing-its rightful proportions, 21d roacting .ypon’
rrcéuction, swopt 211 ramnnts of the Vorkers' Stato out. of tha way, Stalin,
raster politician, wont with tho irrosistible tide and brole down every barriar .
vd lkillod overy parson standing it tho way. Far from weakoning, the purges have
stromgthanod S talin, In dostroying ovory vestige of tha “loriz.irs' State, ho
“~s onormously strangthoned his agu capitalist statoe. Trotsky's bosie arror on
trc nationalized coonony, alicst iizpo§sibls ‘to discorn in 173§, by tr~ rapidisy
of dovelopiiant’, can nowr He seon to have baoa a blunder of catrstrophic proportions,
I sholl traco this devalopnotit in grontsr detail slsawhors, 3ut . we rust talo”
narning.: If we continue tc beldevs that thare is sonothing soci~list in socinlized
p: operty forns, another yoar =iy fiad us un;\b,‘,lc t:: neation Russia to a worker,
“hile dovelopionts in n chniging Buropo nny soecn nake. puper h-ts of thoorios rndo
tc ordor,

Shachtan and tho Thoory of Distribution,

Horo thon is =~ fundamontal I'arxian r&:isd which tha discussion ignores nt
its peril.s Trotsky could never donl with the quostion of Soviet distribution
in tho ondy-way thnt it corld be 'gioali}"with, ag tro raoflex, converso and cenple-
= ot of production., ¥-.rxisa is srinarily tho analysis of -socin 1 rolnrticns, nnd’
¢ property ferus only ia sc far as thoy axpress social relations.  Corpitalisn
7€ sceinlisn are so¢ial rolations, net property forns, Any ocfUsion hore is
FTEA1.  Trotshy Wos aware of ths rroblan but covld do nothing ~beet %, Ho is no
leagor 2ble te ansgor for hirsslf-« and hore ns in so nany oth x srhoroes his in-
tolloctual brillinnce nnd hig intelloctunl honasty cai never b rorlneed. Fron
£ 3" Carnonitcs w2 shnll got nething., +2-do a grivs injustics tc Cornon, Dobbs, B
Ts-son and Lurray Woiss if w2 de nct recognize thoir sincero b:lizf that Russia
is  lirge trade Uaion. Furtharner? they ar: busy on tho hWaizhts of dislectical
y tari~liss and in tho drags of prsonal slander, ~ practical axample of tha unity
cf ‘cppesitds, But Shachtman.will naswors

RN 5 em 3 s 5- s .- - s
¥y caz't Jchason invagine o socioty different tc wh 't i'arx Trrosow?" hy, in-
dood S g

i .
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Hew doos ho corralaty distributicn and production in his "new"

sooiety?
Do thé $boial rolatices ia-his strto sooinlig: conpal 1 8t o socinlist
¢istribution, i.o. @ bovrgzeois distribution? '

Or do Eha‘ social relatiocus of “st 42 secialisn compal beursaois disiﬁributien,
nd if sg, vhorein do thoy diffor fro. c nitrlisny

Is this "ac" sccioty huotded e collepso and if so by 11t econonic laws?
“int scrt of "now" socioty.is this that was born headad feor collarsge?

If in its<aconénic structur: it is not izim::di:‘-.ta‘ly headed for cuitnpse {in
tto historic s2nsa) what will bs the retive-force of tho prolat~ricn rovoluticn?

. In Karxist dectrina it is tro ‘collipsing oconenic systin whick ccripels the
prelotariat te rovolt, Whnt #ill cciipel tha prolatariat’ tc ravelt in Shach@:rgn"s
"zou" sooloty? A sonsa of in‘ustice op historie signifieanco? I ropant, ds a
qucstion of sober fact, that this - is the €hurch of Christ (s‘};‘jj.to;\socialwist), or of
Spepgler, but nct tha school of L. trx. Shachtinn deas: not 52 to bo mars at all
¢f tho traiondous inplications of his "agu® =ploitive sccioty, for if ho were
Yervotldiat koast hva doalt with- thome A Larxist who today ipnroves tha con-
cecrtion of a new exploitiva-sccioty is taking on mors troubls t21 Ged whon ho
crected 2 now world, - God could not havo knowa any bettor, but a I'arxist should,

Thae B;:iixist Anprocch and Enpirieal 'Pitﬂal}.s.‘

®  ¥With tho ronlizition th:t Stalinist Russia is-no. fronk socioty but a coniponant
parg cf world geonouy, wit! tha Yarxist standards of 727suryiath clonr in our ninds,
me con thon disouss Stalinist Aussia -in, torus of- \
‘ a):thae =onns cof preduction and- tho Iabor-3ovior -
o b)-:tha: ::acas by which thesdonrs joinad Sogother, wogo-labor
A2e cozodity productions: thuir diffar mee8 '6r oppogition or &iilarity with tre.
& pitalist productien Karx azd Lania dosoribod . T
a) tho ccononic law of totion of Stnlinist sccioty and tha
gcononic contradicticns, if any, thaorein ccntrined,
d).tha possib ility of solution or otharviss cf thoso econoric
¢entradicitions, Tho consgidoraticn of Russian cconony in rol-bicr tec tha strgos
°f dovolopnaont cf cthor n:tionn]l asccnonmios and in rel:tion tc world econony.

This 3s tha analysis of -Russisn ooniorty d soofoty, A “any-unalysis whick
its thesc quostions >dds c:ly ccufusicn. Definito positions U8t bd taken on
SCh point, or if 1 writor wants ke suspond judgrent on ong -of otkars, ho rust’
¥ sc elarly, 1If this anclysis is -nds, aecerding to Farxia eritaria, ny
TCsitton is th:t Russian-seconeny-is a capltalisg soonony. Thars ..y be nido rocn
for disagrosnant as te whén it bocaro such, but as soon as lt;':;}r’:;‘.'rcjs,agr"’ecn"on{;

o the tronsfarance ¢f: political powor froo Eﬁé"ﬁork;rs, ts tn ;:"Ji;réd_ﬁérfxéj; ipso
ficto, tha couplation of this pelitical shange} an’ axpression 6f o ckanga in ‘social
?eéf'.ﬁ.cns,;_ Sraasforriod tha oceney fron ono transitienal’ ‘aojsvﬁéi'.'.iiér:,‘ €3 & orpital
3t cconeny, " ' T ‘
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The contradiction in Russia was between workers' poger anl an econenic systen

not mature for such a political system, The economic system has ccnquered, the ‘
dggeneratisn oonsisted in the gradual loss of political power, anC witr the conm-
pletion of the less the degenerating Workers! Stete becones a rsgenerated capita-
1ist state., A degenerated workers State is a Marxian absurdity ard the serie is
true of state secialism, State capitalism? Yesi State Socialism? No. Lenin
nay have used that word a few tines* but. the whole body "of his work is there %o
Freve that his basic formula was state monspoly capitalism plus vorkers'! power -
one fcot in socialist, No workers' power - capitalism,

If the econcny of Russia is a capitalist econony, then Russia“is a fascist
stzte. Between Fagoist Gormany and Soviet Russia today thore is absolutely no
¢ifference in the fundanmental attributes of capitalist production, so carefully
ctstracted by Harx from the secondary and supplenentary features, Letting the
¢iscussien revolve around the comparison of the fascist bureaucracy with thre
§ talinist bureaucracy, znd juridical argunents about “ownsrship" wnd non-ovin-
ership" must be starnly excluded as showing a pitiably low level of understanding,
The 8talinist constitution says that .the bureaucrats do not "own", That is
preef for whon? For Broavder aad Cerliss Lanont and the shoep thray “lead, ~ Nob ror
lerxists, “hat the Stalinist consiitution-should say is that the buronucrdey
does not own the meins of production as private property but as tre collective
property of the bureaucracy., If tho comgtitution does not say so, then wo oan
iake the world-shoking discovery the Stalinists arellying. The proof of oinership:
is not in the books not constitutions but in the social rslitions of wroduction.
Tro dino of investigation should nove fron basic cconomic oomsiderations to their
wcre intriocate social manifastations,

Thus: Tho ruling class in G:ruony consists of industrial capitalists or thoir
..gonts (axtracting surplus valug at, tho point of production) plus rerchant capi-
tclists plus financial capitnlists plus, governmant adninistrators plus tho Foscist
bureaucracy as a now addition sinoe 1933, Thse burcaucrats cvlay o srecial role of
guperintandence due to' the antagonism betwoen the-direct producers and the exploi-
ters; Germany in’'1929 produced cnormously without this superintoncence,*#*

*

I have seen it only twice after 1917 and both tines Ldnin was Ceriding the tern,
Between Imperialism, 1916, and the April Thesis, 1917, Lenin nade a grent stride
forword, Thts in Imperialisn his unit is monopoly capitalism, =~C not state cap- .

italism at all, Thore was o deep difsrence here between hinself .rd Bucherin, which
is of tra first inportance for us but cannot be dealt with in a-swronry of- this kind,

** Fecple who give these caornous burozucracizs, particularly thc Frscist, a basé
role in precduction and do not malke tarx's distinction botwean superintondonee duo
o cotagonisis, and mapmagenat of industry, ire identifying modsrn socioty (and
socizligi1) with huge geverazeatal structures. Thereby they sov the scods of a
thick crop of trouble which we shall havye laterdously to cut dcwn,
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But this ruling class monopolizes (Marx's word) tho weans of rroduckion, and
,» Eitler docided toorrow that all property w.s state-wened bub trat ovary =-
ecitalist would draw tho sanoe income bocausa of quantity and quality of work
,crformod, what fundamontal differsnce weuld that nake to tha sveton of pro-
’;ccidn, in thoe social rcl:ition which is capital; in Germany? Dow ruch loss
¢suld the Gorman capitalis "own"? In Russia tho Stalinist 'wrorucr-oy consists
«f tho industrail burecaucrats (i.00 th: xirsetors of surplus v-lvc ot the point
.¢ rroduction)--plus morchont buroalicrats plus finaneial burszucr-ta plus govern-
-zt burcoucrats plus tirs -buraaueracy of supsrindondanca; i.3. t:9 Comunist
;;;rty. All togathor form a ruling capitilist class as tho dorner groups fom o
=sling capitalist olass, nonopolizing tho i:xns of. production 226 =xbracting
surplug-valua by nsans of wagzs-labor and ocowodity production,

A proper conparison is botwaon tho Fascist Party and ths Co-iunist Party, not
setwoon tha Fascist burcaucracy and tho Stalinist burocaucracy. 411 this con-
fusion about Stalinist buroaucrats and Fascist burgaucrats co2is fron looking
for closses in ordods thot nean difforont things in difforank .qpuh.trif.,v_liko., ]
swrocueracy; in old Intarnal Bullatins, in taxi cabs in Pakis 3n¢ joints in Shang-
221, in political constitutiozs, in Robart Ley's, specchos; ovarysl era axcart when
;arx tought us to look for thom - in tha social rolations of prqéuc_tion. .¥ithin
%o Gorron ruling olass tho spocific weight of its various ssctions will wry
fron tire to tino and also will vary frou thoir spocific wdight in Stalinist
“vssia, Thora ars trumendous differoncas in tha rnothod of distridrtion of the
sirplus-valug. .¥e hava to oxaning thosa carefully, but zever, forgetting that
ek ruling class troats labor pover in ench ceuntry as baing morely a cornmodity,
%9 votiva powar of preduction being tho extraction of surplus-vwclve., In Gore
t2ny tho ruling cloas is logally marriod to tho neans of producticn, In
lussia it is logally divoroxd and tha ralaticn is one of conoudinace, but in all
%o 2esertials of cenjugal rol-tionship} the two couples ar3 :odels. and sirao
"hoft' ara harxists so concernod about bourg:éis raspoctability? The disposition
of ‘tho swrplus-value anong &4ff eront soctions of the bourzioisis Fas-a groator
r' losser significance in tha ollitieal tieticg of tha prolstarict. -But to
Wik thet those difforancos among tha exploiters, i,a. anong tho appropriators
of unpaid labor, exn ba of such a kind as to altor the fundanmiel occonenic nnaly-
‘s is to slip off tho solid zround of Harxism and to wander .ia x —ornss of -
&pirieisn and ad hoo difinitions, at the noeroy of trivial phaionune and plays on
vords, Plays on words?- it cortain porjod, tho monopoly of tha 1 oans of nroduc-
tien tokoes tho for: of privits ownorship. At anothar period it ¢nlos tha fern
& public, i.e. stata ownorship. But to 2groe that the Staliaist bureaucragy has
bsoluto contrek-of tha produchive-forcos and thoraby disposition of ‘tho product,
%% th=t 1t doos not"own” is o ridiculous formalisn, unworthy of serious paople..
“rivinl phanorena? Fha Trotsky goos 30 £Ar gs bo.nnko tha quatiicn of in™aritarce
€eoisivo in his asstincte of class ralations in Russian socioty wo }évo-a torriblo
7= 32Tning of wh.t happeas te¢ thesa vho willingly or umwillinzly begin tu analyzo
Alth Plausiblo but uneritically Accoptod critorin. ” Class rel iicms in Russin rost,
28 they rost ia any nodorn socicty, on tho syaton .of productipn, crd a doergo by
Stalin instituting inheritazcs would as 1ittl3 altor the fundrianial ral-tions of
Productien and thoe class socioty rosting upon thaz, 28 a docr :3- by Roosovalt
&bolishing inhoritincs, weuld abolish tho. fundnnontally capitalist o Jractor of
+wericin predadtion.” How-in, ghy agno of howvyal ear dnhoriipco bo.decisive in tho
Chorcoterization of ag cconomy? How can’{t ke an oconory brinsiticnal to Soc-
Iclis tramsitional to goiiathing c¢lso? Inhoritanca, a logal axzre: sion and sanc-
tifiontion of sociil relitiohs alrxmdy astablishod, is hors ada ovt to bo tha last
straw to broak th: back of tha erkors' 3tata. A truly nenstrous errori Evary



YA

social worker from New Orleans to Buffale knows, without Marx, that dospito all
th e froth about oquality #f opportunity under a denoeracy, ths son of a bureau-
crat, though inheriting nbthing by law, inhorits a place in socioty: If all tho
stato property is state proporty and this'is $uned by tha bursaucracy as a whola,
thon h¥s inhoritanco is all tho more sure. That Trotsky can riise the question
(23 !.'nh_tiﬁ-dh_go’ In Stajlinist Russia at all shows ths stago to which social rola-
" ti#ns ond distribetion have ciready roachod, -1t ocould influoncc, it could .
aceel erate a trond, er retard, dut to say that tho cconony, ‘1nd wo dofine o
sooiety by its econony and clusses in.relation to ‘economy, to say that an economy
is ono thing without inhoritance dut will bs anothor-with it, ‘is tc invite -
cttontion fron the thing said to a far nore inmportant consider tion, how could
such a mon-as Trotsky say such-a thing? We como back as alvways to his viola-
tion of -Marxism in his.estinatoe of: tho nationalizod econony,- i'arx's oriteria wero
of o clasdical simpliclity, the raward of geniolis and labor: wage-labor:a'.d ruling
cdass, or ' counsn ownership, and, ds thé Russian eiverioncs shows, they cover all
possibliities that can arise. Todiy his bdsic analysis iof capit~list. production
stends stronger than-ever:as 2 porfect exanmple of soparating tho eésertial fron
tro uressontial, To demand of iccpitalist Russia riot a decade old, with large
stores of raw taterail-and 2 ¢losad parket, - to dennnd from it axport of .capital,
stcol exchanga, and ‘econsriic crisis' of 'the samé type cs ono sees in British
onritalisn four hundred yoars old and unable to feed 'its populatiorn-fron its
oin production, 1s tc shew o woeful ‘superficiality. 4All thore.and sinialr
thenonena karx put in their plzco as subsidiary and supplementary, brnsing his
syston-en the industrial capitalist extracting surplus-value axi the ganeral
law of capitalist acounulation. Once mors I ask my oppenents; befcre you -
disccver "n en" .societiss, or cccuse Marx and Lanin of not-having foreseen, will
you plecse clarify 'the discussion by statimg.that you moean when you say ‘capitalisy,
crd whnt , acoording ta Ndrx and Lamin; ‘are the features of an econony by which one
Gacides whether it is socialist or capitalist: For Gorman Fascisn the sane
crrlics.* I you hdve othar critaria-of your own t6 add, thon strte -thén,"
stcwing why you find them nocessary.  Cncé that is settled t13 discrssion will
be .ovaer in'half an hour, Until that is settlod it will end only with tho political
exh ustion of the disputaats,.

. The political occnclusions to be drawn fren ny analysis ara:

1. Neo dofonso of thoe Soviet Union under any circunstances whr tever,

. No workor noeds to dis to -uintain Stalinist =xploitation instend of
Fitlarite: - Any worker-should have:béen rsady to dié for Russia in 1919 though the
propulaticn was starving, for the social rolations were equal, though an oquality ef
roverty. - Today? Ne, I stand with Marx, Engels and Lenin thni strtoe owned prop-

orty or ths organization of t-a sccnony into big trusts 1iks Lhe yest office undor
copitalisn is tho fullest mnterial. proparation for socialisn; but, far fron being.
sceinlisn, without workers' power afford infinitely greatar oprortunities fer the
.xploi%ntion and degradaticn of ths prelotirint and nultiply the sceial antagonisns
which are crushing socioty. Stolinist socioty is tho baginning of what Fare, Engels
8 Lenin niant wy barbarisz, and berbarism is nct te. ba defended. Under no cir-
® Sif-chtran, of coursa, withihid "ao" cociuty iz Russi ds i bhoteanp of Eae.
ccwald,  Sad but true, You zive up K rx and you get Kacdonald, ‘cu clevate
5&-1inist barbarism and 1lc) Hitler bows with nodast pride,
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cumstancos whatevaer can tho Stdlinist bureaucracy fight a progrossive war, If
§t=lin joins China in a war against Japan it 1s for inperialiss baggaining or

tha plunder of China, To dofend Stalinist Russia on tha ground thet theroby
jpperialisn weuld gain a new lonso on ‘live, woyld also nocassitate defonding
francs, Bolgiun, Holland, Czochc-Slowakia wnd Poland which Hitler will mko
into. cilonies, *if ho can, by inccrporating or dostroying all or fart of thoir
wdvstrios. I coanfdss freoly tiat this transfornation of a gra:tf Europcan poweor
irte & somi-colonial country and -tho accuptiico by Potain of *rancé as an ngricul-
tucl nat ion, was boycnd ny “axpactrticn. - Fertunately it {s not bayond ny con- -
prohension, and provaes to oll-who naod proof thet Hitlor ean only axpand capital
in Germony by dostroying it olsgwhera, JIf 1.2 6o dofond Fascist Russia why
stould I not dofond Fascist Franco? * Booause Franco-opprossos golonizs in Africa
crd Russis only grads then ns:rer hone? ,Tho thing 1s absurd axcept for thses wha
beliove that naticnalizing.an coenony §s progress. Eet tha worizers of Batavia,
Lithuania and Esthonia speals,

The Russian. Rov olution has a grent histori¢ significance but workers do not
srad blood for grextor or lessor historical significancsa, Russiz is a cnpitnlist
sf<te and that is decisive. &1l .cthor critarin ‘lead:- in a straight. liro to
treology. Lot us above all aveid enpiricisn or sentittentality. Ccnplicaticns are
loowing aheid, An ocoupiod France of an ecoupied Italy will stinulate a powerful
trond to a national revolution in’ those countrics against ths invcder, A woaken-
ing Gornany may stinulate Potadn tc. rosistance. Wo nay have to. oprose an onti-
Gom:an tide amvag Froneh workars, azd thon at. tha next stage oall upon then to de

end Russia ag.inst Japan fighting ovar, North -China, Russia, howrever, having beon
"ottocked first", Pooplo vho ct-all costs "want" to defond- Russic kave thoir

place. It is in tho Stalinist Party,

Thero is tho quastion-of the Russian norkors, -Today the large rajority of
then may hato Stalin and-yab beliagvo th & ‘Russiaris a Forkers' State. Thoy
probably: do, for if all of thor: donioed-tho very ‘political projises of tho govorn-
mont thoy would overthrow it. But workers do- not think in politiccl tarns of

that kind,' 'stil1 loss-do’'thoy ask on such,”and wo n6ed’ to-r sma“bor that and

soratdmos 83va oursolyas’ bnnocassary fius tratieni Thit all tha Rvssian workors bo-
d¥ey agﬁb%.jﬁil&ss{iﬁg whs to ba dofohdod woulde C-‘,?‘:.Eﬁ{?-’ﬂg”dﬁfl}ct Ny oqononic analysis
end the pelitiodl condlusfons I draw) as thd faot’ that tha fajority of British
workors Boliasve that Britain rust by difonded would.affact ny econoric nnalysis
of Britcin, At a given monont, I trust the Ujrxian ‘econcnio anclysis rors thon
£ e judgonent of cno hyndrod nillion workers,  A'party looks <hocd. A "crkor' s
dens ars raFily in advenos. of his actions, st otines they are bohird, -The Russ-
den. vgorizers tay go Thto the war’ thinkirg that the stte yhich Lonin founded is a
workors! stite, : But tha “doogehic” sy3t£1 wil¥ havo tho la'st work. ™ awar (or
o sucodadin'g”'di‘sordér's) will bost ny Judgnont and; theirs., If.ile econcnic sys=-
bt 7subjacts’ thon o upbsarabls strain apd o’ distribution fundruantal ly untonnble,
t ey =111 Vecoro dofoatist ‘and:broak tha syston;’ war. or no wir, antionalizod ccon-
of:y or nc nationalizod sconony, Should thay broak it in a war ~nd reforn ronks in
Xice, they will fight for tho now syston on tho basis_of the nov sceial ralations
©2d tho now distributicn, And if in povaorty strickon Russia of 1920 thoy fought
as thoy did, we cxn judge what thy 111 do in Russiq of 1941. Thoraby thoy will
Eroye thanselves in action vary geod Marxists, shewing thit ‘they rotognize that

bationalized oconony undor a monopoliz ing olass is ona thing a~d under cormon, dwn-

-

orship is sonothing olse. Lontn who Idd a workors' stito dould mak ind got sacri-
ficos unparallod od in histury, but thoso iderlists who adviss £he Russian workers
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to continue te dofend what is to then an abstraction, 1.e. th2 2ationnlized econ-
0.y, irrespecotive of what the buresucracy doos to then, undorstant neither ¥arxian
cconenics nor the processes of a werkar's rind, Tho Gorman workar cane to Liob-
nocht's positisn bocause life taught hin. Tho Russinn workar caiie tc'Lonin's pes-
jtion bocauso 1ifo taught hin, This is no npro question of ona ocunco T five
ountos ¢f food,  Tho Russian worker stavod far nore undar Lonin during the Civil
~ap than udor Keronskys Bub undar Lonin ha £51% ho was fightiag for himsolf,
U-dar- Koronsky ho folt that ha mms fighbing.for,“than‘}’. Ia that way ho showod o
very profound. approciation-of Yarx's thoory of distribution. I & war+the con-
trodictions of tho cconony sd tho Stalinist, i,0. tho bourgools cistributich, }'1111
sconor cr lator shea the Russicn worker yhothor tho ng\ti_onalizcc? oconony is his or
" eirs!, and vhich way -to tura tho guns. He will not docido by our thosos. Lot
ts tharefore analyzo tho sceneny, ;oaza tc. eur conclusiéns and ‘proclain thon, net

being in the laast distrubed whothor tho majerity of tho Russiaa yorkers think &s-

me do or not., They have their cown way of learning. Y 3 racogaizs ‘this nnd ro-
sroct it and -porforco subnit: our actions tc it but not our idoas.

2. Dommciation of the Stalinists as agonbs nob of a foroign, but of a Fisolel
PWers '

This_mny bs a lire.and. doath quostion for .a vhold geaor~tics in Germany,
.. Soviet or revolutionary Gormany will buy .arns frem Stalinist Russia os it wovld
buy thom fron-copitalist i-erica or whaorover it ceuld got thow, But Russian
soldjors; tochnicians and diplonits, it deos not wang and st axclude tha~ by wiar.
™ oir -aisz-will bo-withor to. rostoro the praditional bourgsois statgm, or, if that
je nct possible, to roduco tho rovolution £o natienalizing thz srcfuctive forcos
-1ith ¢ ruling olass in coatrel on tho Stalinlst rodel. The tragic exanple of
Spain shopld warn us that to-fora any sort .of Unitad Front gith 2 Stnlinists

i their capagity as agonts of Sgalin is to drink a corrosivo poison. - If ‘thoroe
ds-snyono in our wevanent whe dges not agrooe that the R« Army, reod reney, and the
GFU an taring ony country is tho nooss around tho neck of £t rovelu tion, treh ¢
¢me has tc despair of hunan intslligonee.  But what i's true iz primciple for Gor-
zany -is. grue 4n principle fer fne‘rig:\.f LIn tha trands uniens o S‘a}lihf_&é’b tesa
vorker, and: oceparation is unaveidablo. But a Stalinist in his political organi-
zotion is an onony, o ropresantative of & systay hestilo to soci~lisp <nd which
~-s nothing in cotwon witk socinlisn, Ho nst bo fought a3 svch. Yo sppose any
itorsion sf ~n econonic systos whase ocononic law of wotion iz ‘ccurmlrtion of
weclth ot one ond and accumulaticn of misery ot tha othar, and wo cprogo nlvays od
wéar a1l circunstanegs all rspx‘;osentfc.ti,vas of that systm in Shoir onpacity cs
stk But wo oan only epposo 4nd denounce thait with the nocossary-vigor and con-
fidenee, always and wder oll cireuistancas, if we eppose and donounce vhat thoy
roprisont., To cccopt the Rod Army or Stalinist agonts in azy prolstaricn organ-
izstion is to ruin it. Ify, af%er 8rain, wa had said that, ghan when the Stalin-
ists turnad aftor tha Hitlor Stalin Fact, we would have bem ia o rcsition of
moruous noral and agitational strength today. . Thus we pay politically for woal-
nuss in ecenonic annlysis. '

3. 4 porsistont cipaizn of "mplanaticn.bo tho werkérs thit ary forn of nod-
- pony Pateradund v * - Iy gy
ore soclcbl-izz Thioh tho workers, she —ajority, dc not control procucticm ard con-
sunption, rust, for ccensaic roasms, g2d in disintegroation anG ruin,

That 3s thz quintossaince of tha Harxisn analysis of .capitalisn.. No“losson 18
cro important for the workors, new and always. Afdd it has this ¢irtde, it is so
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sinplo &hnt enly = laarnad an enn £ail sc uns wrstad it,

4, A oarofully alaberatod pro sgraz fer thz oducation of thy ~ .rby in tro
frrdariontals of Marxiann sconoics, Tha. .Oritiqus of Felitienl Tcox ony, Sapitel
vetw.23 I, IT an nd III, 2nd 412 3genonie uritings of _Lanin, s=ici-l ~tta rition
‘.c be p..id to thz cdifiontions a2d xbivsicgs of Karx!s orizi=~l ic¢o-g ¢ tre
evolopiaont s in werld ccenonies i’uc’ 'wc*sic*s:d thaga ehanges, I2 tha m riy
b :1lovos th-% L.anc a~d La*i‘* Wara wreng or thag 3pciaty s ouigroun thair basis
-rxlysos.cr !:h*t thoss rwst be :zxt:.:.dod it Thst.gay -0, not in zasving, but
dafir.itiv“ly 1.1 ‘:rticlﬂa ,*"d r'\solqbima, tc bg vob3sd upon 2t a ccrvation dge

ietad be ting quosticn. It-is ot -cbj ae b1 on abla te quistion (lirxt's cloorly
gt tcd c"zclusie*s, but it 13 ruiwous& ngt bors .y assclnrly,

Je R, Jolinson
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THE UNICN OF _(CIALIST <(VIET REFU3LICo I. A CAPITALILT
~UCIETY”

"4nd even vhen society has got upon. the
right frack fcr the discovery of the!l
natural’laws of 'ite movement — snt it
is -the ultim:te aim of this work, to:
lay bare ‘the cconomic law <f motion of
modern socicty = it c:n neither oléar by
bold 1lcape;, ncr rumove by léegal. enact—
ments; the ovstacles offercd bp ths - -
succecsive phases of its normal drvelop-
ment. 3ut it can sherten =2nd lesscn the
oirth pzngs." )

Karl ware in rrefaoc to

"Capit=z1", Vol. 1.

I. Politicel and cocial Fule

It vee the ccntenticn of Comrade Trotsky thzt the cxistcance of
et»tificd prroperty in Fueria was rufficicnt tc¢ characterize it azs
e workere! stete, regerdless of the political regime in power. The
countcor-rceveluticn=ry .ts2linict burcswcracy, therefore, could snd
did (though badly) defend the socisl rule of the proletariat. To
thue cpitomize the crrnetitucnt oclemcnte of a vorkers' stato is ot
wide vazrieznce with the vicws held by warx and Lenin. Let us leck
at tho birth c¢f the Soviet Republic for = verifice=ticn ~f their
views.

In crteblirhing iteelf 25 th. ruling clasc, the Russian yreo-
letsariz® nc cnly expropri=t-¢é the ceritalict and lsncdlord dut
alao gusrentecd nover tc the peery pcliticel power (a st=te coen-
trolleé by them threugh thoir own crgens - the trade unions, the
soviotz, the Belshevik Farty), sn¢ <ccisl pomer, which Lenin de-
finod zr the "practicsl particizeticn in the management" o7 the
st-tz. Lcnin cmphasized thet it w-- the =2im cf the lLovict .tzte
"tc attrect every member cf the pcrr class to rractical sartici-
pation in the nmensgement." In th scame psmphlet, "Sevizte st Work"
he furthir elabecrated thic view: "The yroximity cf the ooviete to
the toiling macees creates evceisl Forms of rce2ll and othor
mothode rf control by the masssa". Ec csllcé for the deovesloonent
"with ciccific diligence" of tho:c cpccisl forme of rece=1l =ac
civerse cthecde of ma-e contrcl. sy wesne of "yrescticsl sarticiza—
ticn in the msnagescnt" of the etete the politicsl =nd =wcizl rulc
cf the rrelceterist sre¢ mergcd »nc¢ thst guarantecd power in the hm és
of the zroleterist. The divers forms cf mzes ccntrel woulc ok Bt
lyze "cvery per:ibility of distorting the -cviet rule", riuove
"the mild greee <f burcsrucrrtism". Thet w-e hie rractical intcr—
prctgticn ¢f hie thecretic=l slabcreti-n ¢f the st=te¢ in his "Lt te
an¢ Acvolution™, tc wit: 1) Ccntrel by the workers csnnet oc
carri:C cvt by =2 strt: of burcsmucrote but must be cerried out by =
st>tc of ermcd workere. 2) in w proletsrian etrto 211 muct oo
"ourcwerete" ec thest ne cne cruld bs a curcaucrat. 3) The ct. te
should e tc constitutod th-t it Regine tc wither aray =nd crprct
but *wither away.
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In 1818, Lenin strecsed the fzet that the expropriation -
of tha cecpitelists was a comnar=tively simulc probiem vhen contres—
ted tot he wore complex one of "cre=ting conditions undar ~hich
the Jourgcoisie could neither exist nor com2 2nav into swistsnce .t
In the Turther development o7 the .oci-t st-te, Lenin onca ~z-in
realizsc the practicsl me2ning of the dictum of marx th-t o society
could "neither c¢lear by hold leeps, nor remove by legal enzctuents,
thz obst cles offered by the sucecssive vhrses of its nor.a-1l cevele
lopment." But he kne™ th-t so lon: -s the Covict ot~te "guarsnteed
powers %o the rorkers snd th. peor" that it neod not e £-%-1 to
it to"implsnt" st-te copit-lism.

Not oven the wost ptous worker-st-stist voulc contend th:t the
workers hrd eny power in the srz<net voviet st-tz.- He =oulcd Lierely
reitor-tc th:t <o long 25 there was st=tifin~d prozerty, -~tec. cte..
But I deny thet the social congursts of Cctover - th: congcicus and
activs 2olitic=1 snd Prrctic 1 participstion o~ theo me3ses in liber-
e2tinz themselves from th~ yokc of Tsearism, capit lism -né 1:nélord-
ism is to be narrorly trsnel-tad into more st°tificd property, thst
is to ssy, the ormareghis ¢f the me-ns of sroduction By > gt-tc ~hich
in no w¢y resembles the a2rr¥ian concent of z vorkcrs! st-te, i.e.
"the orol-tsri~t.orz nizsd =s th- rulin:g claseg.®

II. Ootate Cacit-lism or sureruer-tic wt=te s0cialisu?

Comr:zée chachtmsn =gks: I the morkors ere- . no longar the ruling
class -nc-the coviet Union n- lon ar = ~orkers' st~te 2nd 17 there
is no srivete nromerty orning c~pit-list ckzass ruling nugsiz, vhat
is t b~ clrer n=ture of th- cte2te, and vhat .x=ctly is th- surcurc-
ragcy th-t dominstzs it?" and ho cngwzres: burc:suer>tic st=tc soc-
ialism, Droasuse, among other things, ths ner temm lucid:ztes the
"distinction from gepit=liem" charsctoristic of the o1ass n-ture
of thx .oviet otste.

3ui how does the mode o o ¢uction di“fer undar Jura2=ucr:ztic
Stata socislist rule from th:t un °T 9°nit=list rule? Ah:t ic tha
gconomic le~ of motion of this Pre<unebly new exploitiva socisty?
Thas> crueiel points comrade chzchtnmen f=ils to discuss. Legt e ex—
amine ti:c elleged "distinction from ¢ plt:lism" vharsoteristic of
the Jovict Union -nd sece whcther it fsn't = distinction from =

cert=in st-fe of cspit:lisim r-th:r thn fron c+pit-lism 23 2 whole.

Th:z cetermining “actor in »n=lyzing th> clzss n-~tura o )
30cicty is not ~hether thr m-ans of production rre the Priv:td
proparty o’ the c:3it 1li<t ol ‘ss or “r st te-owned, out ~h.-ther the
merns o zrcfuction szre-g-uit-]1. _Thst 1s; ~hather they ~ro menop:liz
enc 21i:n-tc¢ from th- dir-ct croducer:. The soviet Gov:irament
occupies in relstion to the ~hole ~conouic zystem the 2osition ~hich

@ capit:liet occuvirs in rel-tion %o s ginile enterorice. Lh-chtmen's
desizn=ticn of the el»+f nstur> o~ the :oviet Union g "bure:ucrotic
state zocisliem" 1= -n irr-ticns> exoraizion behind ~hich there ex—

1sts the rezl economic reaition of st-te-c it ligt-nsxploiter to the
projertylces exploitad.
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shachtren corr-ctly emcheciger tha=t: "the crnguect n® ntetc
gower by the buresucracy sielled the deostructicon g% the oHroperty
rolstiong crtablithed by the Sclshevik roveluticn." Yot he Coef
not . scc thet the "nev" precucticn rel=tirne =rc ncrneé othor then
the rsleticre uncer capitaliem. he ¢ees not <ven cenzider the
peetibility thet the "pew® eryl-itive soclety ie ctate canitr-lien.
Comr-de Trcteky ©id censicer thst varisn intorpreteticn out picl-
ently oxzrrec¢..defining th= _telinict ourcaucracy, s, s class of
s:zge cc-itrliste. Lot ug gee whother -he was juttifiec in his ciio-
8 e ‘

Ate cepitelirm, Tretcky cendonced, dooe ol évict in augela
eince the cvmerchip o the mem s of ;éoductXOn'by°thé'state ccoutct
in hiztory oy the prcletsri-t with the method of socizl revoluticn

and nat~by.thc)capitsliﬂt‘with @pefmeth@diﬁf;etaté'truétifio;tiqq.
3ut doze the msnner in vhich - thing~isfacccmyliﬁhvé detoratd the
‘uge ta vhick it ir rut by iks ucurpers any more than gach trct %G
be accomplichet cotormine the group ic cxccute 1t. "The oourgcle
charactcr .¢f # rcvoluticen', vrote Trctcky in pclemicizing ~grintt.
the donchcvik therie that vince the huseian hevoluticn was £ DOUTEZC]
revolution tLo prelctsrist ought tc rencund” qowers in faver cf the
beurgasciric, Teculd not s vel in sdvince thi-cuesticn a=, tc Thich.
class would frlwe-th. tnyps-bf-the-&emmcratic~rcvolution.” “In
further cxpcuncding hie thecry f tho permanent~ncvclntinn;=Trctcky
vrotos "lscisligstion of the mesns oF _rocucticn had beooas -~
necers~ry ccrciticn fer: bringing the country cut of barearicn.
Th~t ic the lav of coubinac fcvelopment for backreré countricc.”
treciszcly! 3ut is 1t necospaTy AwChE worzlsts to stress tho IOt
thetiadciwliéatinn‘nf~;hc-means,of,prcfuctien 1- nct rocieli-m tut

s- tmch .n ¢cencaic lam of caritsliet fovelopment =¢ is a~noroly. T
The wark fueecisn bourgreicie ™man incarable ¢f acceom:lishing cithor
the dsnccretie tarke of the revelutien or the further dev-lozant

cf th- urccuctive fcrcee. nIte" t=ck WAl acoom:liphcd by the
masces vith the m:thpﬁAcf—qocial,ravcluticna hewover, th: torl

cf ths yourg rrcletsri=n rulrrs wen greo=tly cemnlic-toC 0y tic
bagkwsréne: ¢ cf auseisy =nd the treschory of the .ocial-DboaoCT:Cy
left thom uneideGAbygthr-“crlﬁv;roletﬂriet. Fin=1ly, thz .t:licist
countsr—rcvelution icentified 1trelf witt the st te. ~Tho tho
mennor in whick the woens <F treduction - Te:ccnvertad into ctete
troperty Ci¢ not. desrive thes of throir brcoming caital.

To rcve th-t-the ;»rticular-state~monopcly canitalisa exicting
in Fwssiz Cic¢ nct come abeut through st te trustificaticn but oy
nethods ¢f coclal rovelution ~7xvl=1in- 1ts virteric origin dut (cer
not »>reove thet its sernomic 1aw of metirn Ciffrre frem that =ngly-
zad by Kza)l aarX, Engele- and Lenin. .-It i3 higkt tirz2 tc evaluste
Wthe seononic lavw -of.mcticn of mecern sooiety® s: 1t-352lice tc the
wovict Unien snce aot merely to rotein for st-otified oTeL 2Tty the
come "ruperctitisue roverence' the c- crtunicte entorteinsd f£rx the

-
'y

bourzzaic ctzte.
1i1. No cefenee of thy_ca.itezlist socicty existing
in hucria
Becausc ve €id nct clesrly uncerst~né the cla~t naturce ci the 1 re~
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sent soviet strte, the sovizt Union'- int:-2r>1 prerticipatisn in the

Sacond Inmzerirlist World 7er come ne o sonstrous surorise. Toe -4
A my a"rch on folend, the bloody conqucst of prrt of Finl-nd -nd

t8- s3rceful concurst of the 3-1tic at-tos p oved thrt th- ttrlinized
ned Army khs¢ no wor- conncction with th2 spirit, purvos- =nd cont:nt
of Octover then h-3 .the St:tlinist atefe, whos~ r~rmed mi-ht it ie.
“h~% 1 sdhorent rol=nss from tha oonquzsts of Octover ar. tho
vt-1lini<t conquests!.

. Long bcfore the outdrezk.of World %ar II the Russiasn mase s borc
the brunt c¢f . this "sbhorrent relepso", Th- worker hsd s first pro-
monition-cf it whon as = Loft Opnositionist ho fouzht th> Therwidor-
i=ns ~hc éerrived him of his Joo vlong ~ith hic CF memo. rshi:
card, The lic.er of hooe th:t-hr h=d- ~nén- the vgrlinistcburecaus:
¢r=cy ncverthelezs sdontod: the Opcésition pI-nk for ‘industri-lizatiog
nnd‘colléctiviZetion,,f?dod »s soon =g he reolized thet thy develop-
ment o7 the rroductive forces did not. r-ise hle st-ndard o7 livina.
ke learai¢ cuickly rnough thot thi "rocirliet fathorlond" knor how
50 agcouivlstc for other purposss. ke would hive felt the grindé of
viskhonovicu 1 the n=sie h=d not bYeoen nus<i”icd for hin but h-¢ the
origin 1 Ford-Teylor €pecd-up insigni>. To call the plece rork
system vhich is dcst suitod to copitulist exploit=tion "soci-list
vworkin, 2orms" docs not lizhten the cegrec of exploit~tion 8fcthelist
brickl:y.r vho hee to ey 164000 vricks por day, or for = tyoist

(If I @oy be zermitted s petiy—bourseois int-rrst in sy ovm trsde)
to tys>c 45 pages of 20 lines esch and &0 stroxes in each line per
dey*.  Lecreeeing "univorsesl, free anc equal sufr-g-" do-= uct make
1% 2035ile for the l4-ye=or oid to vots "o" to being conscriited
in th: 1l:bor reserves, "educsted” (rc2de; toucht o trade), - ad £t the
enc ol tiic 3 yrar tr=ining orogrei, veinz »ut to wvork on 3t %e en-
terprisce for four conrecutive Yesre —=— even if this newly acuceted
16-yc-r-0lc¢ 1 :u=r-ntesecd "th: est-blished wage rate". It i< pot
only th-t the incoms of th- factory work-r is 110 rudles - wonth,

'nd th § ¢~ ths director 1300 - month, but th t the whola uacce of
vroducticn produces ~né reproduces the c~pit-list 2reductinn relas:
tions. .t-te oenitnlisn, it is true, but cepitalism nev rtaclecs.
Could ~¢ kave forsotten th-t ctate nroncrty forme (2nc¢ it i only
forw, nct rclstion, for it is ~ithout control by the massag) :re
the 1ia 7 rrolet -risn revolution orly s3 o mc--nn to schiov: the
culcker the fullect develoou~nt of tho. wrocductive forcrcs ta- Yetter
Lo saticly the needs oF msn?

No, thec exist-nc~ of st-~tified pronerty In Russia do:z not make
1t defenre imperetive even were the -oviet Uni n attagked by other

* The norme must be higher no~. The -bove noras rere eff-~ctive

up to Junc 2€, 1940, =t which time th- ~orking d=y =—as chanzicé from
7 to @ ncure. Thie doereoe ™-= “udrlement-d oy ¢ la~ int rorcting
this 1oagzthening of the rork dsy oy instructiog the v-rious intetit-
utions "t¢ r-ico the norms of wroduction =nd lcwer ptécc sricce in
9roortict to th- lengthening of th: r~orkin, Gy
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imp=riﬂlist ngticns-for vurposee of “sbelizhing’ ststified proper-

ty (~hich ie¢ lece 1likoly just new thzn the'Stzlinist State joining
the "new order" of Hitlrri - unless w¢ are to change cur »olicy sng
call for the defense of,® ssy, France becsuse the work-ef the Gerneg

fasciste ir dividing the country ies of a deeidefily” retrngressive
character.

It je the irrsticnality of bhacktman®e chsracierization of the
class ncture of the Savict-Unicn as "bureaucratic state soncizliam?
that 1¢oCe hin to expound ccn61t1onal~dgfensé ef tke present
S ovict Stete.w It.is the real economic relaticns behind “that
(irrati,“el exrreecicn that leeds to? no defense of the capiteliet
society: exieting_ in Ruesiai

Fredcie Jamds
2/20/41
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WORKERS DEMOCRAGY ANJ PARTY DISGIPLINE £ SOUE_COMMENTS OF RECENT
EVENTS _

Net very lang Ago an asiivis jridten bwog Paxtyuender, exureas.
ing differences with the' Pzv iy wesitioi: of (lege ckaracisr of fa1o
Famoist Htate and: of tha wa~ ; ATTEared AL & nornTenty. naghning of
the,*1eft~1-‘a,‘n'intel-liéentej;a: hre’Terently geversl Tarty siiberg

[}

fock the £isér Auring the LLECUSEI I, rerie et u puhLaie Isesure ran

Py Laror dcuion inajitute in @eq Y, X0 advange thiodies on the

fascist-uhate at virianee: with tHé-Progy pesitien.The Politiszay’
Gemmittee responded t0 gi-d :3ALUTT SN 28 vithietatiamtarthatpanty
memb2rs ar: not permittcd to Q)jr,g‘;z‘dé‘}.}a,i;}f Sotntiong in vublis difieding
from the Party's position, ox gy ';.’:il‘g‘f-fnf:t‘_}:ﬁl‘f,.qi Fa RETIILUSIQNS

This poliey oconforas 4o, What. we¢ gengrally acnsidor the cata-
blished tradition of tho movaaend, ‘glthéuga tals was not the oro—
cedure in the Russian Bolshcvik Party roth beforc gand” afts the Tov-
olution, as we domonstrated to. Lhg: Cennonitog Suring tho faction.
fight in: the: SWP, W' ¥new: fIow tedent experionce, of casos. in whieh
traditional boliefs;’ wken' gritically NG yLCA y WeT e found 10. bY efr.
oncous,.. This should’ texch na, not; $0.a:4c003: anything on faith,just"
becruse: ouf ‘gandfathors did 8o, byt to exaring. policies and oy Jol
oedures withogt-p;qjﬁdigg;ogq;wa?“éidéﬁqghgsg

R i S ) M .
I8 THIS PROCEDURE  JUSTIFID? o .
- o writer & thdsd comnontd mogt eamohfioaliy at sagrees. with-
tho vicws - cxprosséd in: £ho nonsverty mEgarine-vuqd 2t the -lodturs’

by the comradss rafdrrdd %o ahava. Yok, ST It conaidyratton ‘kaads

to the-conelusion that «'ﬁ;’qu‘h‘:bfﬁ;.‘qh;QJ’;‘;.{;h\}i;m;b};iquxpi-e:ésion.df ’
minority vicws sorvo mo. vrogrossive purgose, -

o N Teal ~wgumontsjustifying this', tosodure have ‘glvén by the
Politioai Jcmmité e¢, It is-truc B0t dpoetuni tv fqr d iscussion. 3
exists: ingi-¥a thc Par ty, But this: L2608, by ftacif. yu not cuss 18ibnk
to justify the: ban on- bxbr.gg_gibn“‘qi: vicws.at @ pubiic: leoturc. ot v
forum.deali: - #ith & dlsrutid, thoorsiical” atosticn, Aeidc. frout- this s
it gioterring 0 this'ban, mTSly dtatos AThip L sho nemat s
proocduc for a revoluti nary oTg-nzitignR, - Fhe-E. @, wishes %0 stresd
the gdundness of thig polioy 'i}.n;i.thé'ﬁ'i'sk':ué'é’ion—:qf;issués‘confrﬁ'riféiag ‘
the organization.t. (National Toforiiation Bultetin; .Deocniber .37, .1940: §
That is all. But it g preclscly -thié "egoundncsg? which hzs to be,
but has not boen, proved. Just how, 'c,e%c;retelx, wEll the ‘puBlis:
oxpression of a minmorisy opinion herm The Party. ’

Tho- only arguucnt -whish ‘ean bg Fapontied in favor -of this orow
hibition. is thet it 1is advam%agegiifb‘ig,’%gg,Rar;giy{gﬁ'o;prqgont a unitod
faocc to tho vorking olaas » - Blndc ﬁhe:; Drbesion of ovposition~l .-
oviniong, ¢specially by’ ocopld? kKnovm . ag ;'Pa.‘i"zy;'mcmbc_r,s s S2USCE OON-
fusion in-fhe minds of tho‘fwb’z‘-’mr'g;p.sj,tg";‘f:h‘é.‘!;;.’thcl aotual Party posi-—
tion is, ‘and; . 11'3":0.(1‘.11111;51}-"‘Tf~'1"-:‘2'<.].}z'<'3_c:;s; j}jc_,,cffi-a:&ivbn'_c}'ss-.o;f the Partyls
propagands. There ic'an biomgﬁ_i,ég’:f Iruth’ 40 ‘thie argument, It is @
truc that, $0.a.0crtatn.oni2" %, “some ‘warkdére wily b¢ 1. & qortain
as to .what the-Party -gos'itifon’i-s,--'gn _8om2 ‘wil) bo.loss gonvincad

of our 1linz,.¢¥r to tho-amount of- op_ﬁgléij,tq‘n’ cXoroesad thorato. It ig
oro and con, -but algo by .ths Fol V2 Umimb 2T o Ff 877akrg- on sboth
sid-s, oratorieal cffentivonced, o, ’ ‘
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Howsvor, it should be notrd that, if this argum>nt w2r~ ocarrizd to 1tg
lcgical conclusion, w2 would orohibit all diseussion 2t our oublio
mectings, .- Oy non-mcmbors, einoc opoositional opinions cxprisso4
by non-—mZinbzsrs ﬁ}ao t~nd to ercatc oonfusion. Wo don't do thig bucaus:
a) the nondparty workcrs in thc audicnce won't stand for i%; =i
») tho statcment of opposing vicws givos tho Party sotakors an!
onvortunity to rcply, thorcby inorsasing the cfizctivencse: and oon<,
vinoingness of our propagonda. 4 political wosition, arrivcd at atftor

héaring variows arguments oro and oon,will bc muoch more firmiy‘hql&

than if only onc vicw hai been hcardi. Sincc our Party Bocakers havg,
or should havc, oonfidencc in the Party position and ability to dcfond
1%, thc ovrortunity thus prcscntod gives us on advantage which for

cutweighs the harmful cffccts dircussod above.

WHERE IS CONSISTENCY? S

The only purpose whiel tho vrohbitions under .eonsid-ration; can
have is t6 »rovont the goneral public from knowing ‘of our -internal
‘difforcncces, for rcasons disousscd above. Is it in ordar to furthcr,
this purpos2 that we are publishing Macdonald's vicws on foscism, =and

now the - ussian disoussion, in the N.I.? Qurely the N.I. rcachcs more

outeiders than o Now York lecturc, and if thq orohibition is justifizd

for tho lccture, why not in the N.I.? o0 " 7y n3xt_weok aft-r th>
N~7 York City Committc-~:statomont wae issuzd, 2 p.:ty orogram says
go—and-s0 on an immortant political qu-stion, thig particular Party
mombar do-sn't agr - thercwith, This Party mombar thon proocz2d-~d -
to adv-~rtis: a puslic articlzs had h=d writton cxvoudning his vinws
in oonosition to the offioial nrogram of the Party. Uo to this

writing it is not known that anyon~ hzs brought charg-s againet.thié,
Party moumbsr for violnting disciplin2. Tz nam> of this Party m2mb T
ig Max Schachtman, and th> quostion involv:d is th> olass natur~ of
tha Russian st2tc. Naturally, thz P.C. allowzd an cxccoption to the-
rulc in this caes. Can it b that it's 0.K. for non-varty workcrs to
know of our difforcnecs on the Russian stats, but not on the G rman
state? A-parsntly not, for scvaral wo2ks lat~r the P.C., d-aling
gnacifically with th» Rissian discussion, roaffirmecd the b-n on siatc-
ment of Munofficial® vicws at publin mcotings. Can i1t be that what
ig 0.K. for Max Shaohtman is not 0.K. for Jam-s Higgins? “

AAYBE THIS IS JUST A SCHEME TO INGR?ASE THE N.I. CIRUCLATI"N.
' Just eonsidcr, for a momcnt, this absurdity. Party moabCe may.
jcfend, in public, only thc Yoffiei-kepwoscition,. viz., that Russia
's a degonorated work-re statos Bu¥ wken'i wokkoTr, ~t° 4+ pDablic 1~ ¢a
turec, ~sks ths Nati~nal Socrctary <foE the Parry about the cl-~zc
raturc of thc Russian state (a subjcct carefully avoidod in the
lcecture proper, about Ruseia in the War) ~~=vhat dozs the National
Scorctary apswer? Docs he statc, in accordange with tho nQFFICial
nosition, "Russia is a dogencratcd nork Ts statch? Not cxastlye...
The National Seoretary apologetically explains....you sc2, the .~ .
Party »rogram officially says yes, put the .National S-crctary, in his
oérsonal -cavaonity, thinks no. Until thet moment, virtually nseody
outside th? Party know what thc "ofriocial v :aition was, It was ncver
dofcnd-~d, scareely (if cvor) sven nmentioncd, in Labor Action, the
N.I., or at any »ublie mecting. Sinee its - adoption by the founding
eonvontion of the SWP at the cnd of 1937, it has rcmzincd a dcad
letter in the orogream until its resurréction by the Cannonites for
faetional purposes.
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The »rigent Work:rs Party oxad ints tiing 15 2 bloz of tand-ncins
dirfforing on the clas nxtur? of the Sovitt -Union bus 2gs22inz on
i%s nen-dofenss in -tho nrocoat 7-x, We did nct, ond do not knovt

the relative strongtihs of these difisring theor ~tical 2valu~tirns
among th2 Tanks or the N-ticnal Comaitts. The qurstion 7as not dis-
ousgsed. It mas only thought About..In.actual f-ct, - thy Party has.
no mwosition on th2 class naturs~éihthc‘Russinﬂféfdtc, and hid nonc
ginox 1ts formrtion. Mo go-o-l:zd ¥oTfieial- 1 positicn is ~ nure
formalism. 4nd now Party mombors ors ~Wrmittsd to d:fond -ublidly
only this vwosition and no Qthtii A2 18 Any g Mving Attondeod.
cur. ' wublie me-ting, rewalnc unsafieficd and 7antoimor? INfnrit-tidn,
ha'can"z3t the inside done inwsrint.for!15-e3dnts.)

Tic N=tional Information Bullatin, d4t3d D-c.-37, 1940. sneci-
fically includzs thc Laber Action Institutec among thc wublic acti-
vitiss whorc unoffieial ovinions by Party and Youth mambars ax:
bannod. Now thc ourscs at "tho Labor Action Instituto-this samodtsr
includ:> disoussion on both the Gorman and Russian statas, It is an
clcmentary fact thot tho maximum benfit from feormal coursss i3 ob-
tained, otherthings being cqual, whon instructors and stud:nta havs
th» frocst discussion and intarchange of owinion. This, csscniiclly,
is why wo dofend academio frecdoms Must Party and Youth wcwbors
attonéing the olasscs 2t our Institute now koco silent on questions
wheroin tiacy might run afoul of th2 consorahin? Ar w> thuc going
%o abr1¥kh acnadomio fro:dom in our own school?

IT CAN ONLY BRING HARi TO THZ PARTY

We mu-t not gook to hide from the working class the fact that
we hove intcwel diffcoronc2s, ond the naturc of thosc difiorcnoag,
whev¢ they arc lmportont., W2 should weloome an onodortunity to chow
the workors tant our Party is not likc th2 Stalinist org-niz-tions;
that it i8 a demooratie varty, whor: differancces are net frowncd
umon but orc freely diceussed on comradely torms, ~nd dacisirns
arrived at by tho denocratic p#ticin-tion of the cntirc mombershi.
If comrnd-s of minority viows differ only in minor rognccts, they
will cither volunt~rily rofrain from nublic cxorcssion, or, iF they
do ex»Hress their opinion in Hublio, no h-rm oan r2sult., If the dif-
fercnozs arc of major immortanccy no forwel cengorshin can oravent
the non-narty workers frcam fidding out. Such o ccngorghin will oaly
mako the work:rs digtrustful of a verty which trics to keco its dif-
feroncos socret from the working class. Such prohibitions, further-
mor:, will egrovate intornal relations and facilitate solits just a8
similar oroccdurcs in the SWP contributed to a snlit,

FOR DISCIPLINE IN ACTION]

More discipline is imocratively needad in the Party. But not
thoe formal "discinline! over etatements of oninion by onirad-8! We
nced disoipline in AOTICN. Where =ctivity 1ise involved, lnzinecss
and non-verformance of asrignments rcally docs do harm to the nrty.
At oresont tha daily work of the branches, ths distrihution of our
wress, the maintenance of headquartors, mwork in masz orgenizntions,
the cerrying of thc financial surden, roet on 1ittle mors then a
volunt~ry basis. Digciplinc is nccded —— to activize the inactive
coiuradss, to cstablish »unctudity, to distrivutec tho financial load
mor: 3quitably, But —- "to makc nosdbls the achicwvient of this
neecssary discinline ~-the ideological life of the Party au-t be
neranted with o rovelutinonary damccer~tic epirits
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w2 st do nray, one> and for all, with thosc habits ~nd b~a~riorg,
infeet2d by monolithicm, which m-~k2 comrad:s look with pugoicinn
on ¢v-ry new idea, and regard cvory nzw orovosal o3 crockoyot ~nd
heretical; in the light of thehiastory ox w2 pvast quart:r-century,
we ghould know bottor than to fling such nouns and adjeotiveg ~s
Yocounter—rovolutirnary" and "anti-Marxist® so lightly from th2 ting
of tongucs, fount~in pens, ~nd fingers tap-d-~ncing on ‘tyos—ritsr
kcys, -

- By struggling for a mor: diseivlin2d, but ——- 2t the san? tima
——-democratio varty, a varty of vigilanos and ind>pondent: thinking,
a varty of ideals, of cnthusinem, of sacrificc and dzvotion, 72
will bzcoomc a party whos> ranks will r-ally be the bost oeldicrs in
the army of th2 Third Camp and ths futur: victery.

Janusry 8, 1941. —~=Vox



AGAIN ON THE QUESTION OF PARTY RESEONSIBILITY
AND DISGUSSION

I,.2 recant igsue of the Bulletin, it wasg pointed out th:t
the Politicrl Committoe considered fruitless and unnecassary to
¢ontinuc 2 discussion of the queastions fnvolved in an article
written for a non-party magazine by comrads Macdonald and an ar-
ticale by comrade -Johnson in TEE NE¥ INTERNATIONAL. Sinca then,
howevar, comrade Hacdonald has actod. 33 if "the questian of hie
attitude towards the party Va8 nore -than:.cpisodic, but tath:r
Iz2prescnted either an inability or an. unwiliingness to dischsrge
the_elemcntrey_obligatipns.of any mezber towards the darty. 1In
the lateet issue of the magssine =hich he cdite, is announcsc a
&sympogiumt of f2scism to appear in the folieming issue. Among
the contributors 1e 1 Tell~knorm descrtsr from our party, =an
€x-3talinigt "thcorotibian%;on,fascism, 2 pseudo-Marxist muddle-
head whe is supposed to present the %orthodox™ position, and
comradec Macdonald himself. ~ Naturally, thore is no question of
the right involved in org=nizing guch a symposium. What is in-
volvad, however, is this: a) although his editorial work on this
non-party magazine is, or should be, part of the pclitical party

activity of comrade Macédonald, ¥hich shoul ‘normally be conducted

in gonsultetion with and under the suscrvision of the party (like
the work of sny party mcmber);“comrade‘Macdonald'did not find it
necessary tc advise the party amut the plan; or to c¢onsult =ith
the party in any form: b);and more to the point, comrade Macdon:z1ld
did not find it necoegary to invite a rcpresentstive of the party
to contribute iks point of view to tho "symposium" so that the
occeasion might ba utilizedzto-popplarizg'furth:r the pogition of
revolutionery Marxism. +t is:worth notinmg, in this connection
thet thc NATICN, none of. whose nditors’ protende tn ba 3 Marxisé,

OT a party wember, neverthelces did invitc 3 representative of cur
.Ratby to, ccntribute to. o symposium which 1%. organized soms time Ag0.

.. In view of this 12t~9%t menifcetation of comrde Macdonald's lsck
cf rosponsibility towards the perty snd party cbligastione, the '
Politidel'ccmmitteq adopt~d 8 motion %o inform 'comrade iizcdonald
thst all his prlitical -activity, including hig political writing
and aditoeial work outeidn the narty, sheculd be conducted in cen-
sultation rith the party snd under its supervision. It =3z ncceasmr

ary %o 2dopt thie specific motion because, although it is undcr-
stbod by every othor party member, it hag not cvidently b-en taken
into consideraticn by comrade Hacdonald.

Furthermore, in view of his attifude, the Political Committce
has susprnded its decision to cleose the discussion referroad to
above. Therefore, it has autharized ¢omrade Shachtman to publich
in the 3ulletin a self-ecxplanatory letter he wrote tws months 2go
to a comr de on the question of ¢omrade Macdonald's conduct. £Ll—
though in the form of a crivate letter, ite contents exor2:3 the
general view held by the committee. In addition, comrads Johnecn
has bzen euthorized to publish the statement of fact ~hich is to
be found st the end of Shachtman's letter. The two documents
follow,
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Dezar Fricnd:

.., Thot I Co want tc rrite to you abcut i Z
i R ) K C ¢ your couacnt on th
Intcrasl —ulletin that deels witi the ustt.r cf wac@enzld's ar%iclck

tlesse Gu nct tike 1t &s polomical s¥iffness when 1 cay th=t I
find it idycscible - 2groc itk a <ingle ceint in anyyoﬁe of the
ceven _cragrarzhe yru cevete t~ tho subjecty. And ycur aistaken o
apr.roach tc tho ».rcblen i: cfui,.in wy wa.inicn, to the fact thet
ycu consicder it a)stractly =nc¢ not c-nerctely.

What 15 nrw thé maim problem before — no a'rcgcigyinnary~?art§
in geacrel, butnurAparticulrr:pa;ty;nON; here, in thé Ueited °.
“t~tast Is it, as you write thsi fme hove Tormitted z amunt-it of

WP

theoraticrl ‘questicns te sccurulzte tinca the seiit and esntinud te
put off the ¢y vhen wic TOll u’ our f£lceves =nd-get ﬁé§ﬁorki?n?thé&i
At tho risk of veing misundcreteod, 1 egay no, thet-ic noricéasée 4
Your o errerience in X. which 4s extremely pad, to be urc, but

is not, ﬁrvcrtheless;“entirfly unique 1n,thej:ar€¥;natienally'5
should tsve trught ycu better. cur_ a2in problenm n the 9:¢3¢ﬁ§~
period,?is trn convert the entiie,mass_of ogr,mcmbqgship ilsadexspip
includcd), ™hich.yiu rightlyA62§,igﬁnptxclay,,ipto@g,m}llggggeggyp-
jutionrry porty rhich =& =T et tecny. . That means;a}rﬁlcng}gqg
viping cut cof ail.light-minf@éne&S,'leckadaiaicalneGS, chrelcetness,
wné eimilsr vices fren tho rrgenizaticn. It m.ons irbuifiz Every,”
single merbeT Tith A epirit of fanatical, ¥Cb ‘faggtical, dgvct%gp
tec thz <zrty, ito L TOET =id apd activities. 71ty a vtntempt i°T T
dillentzntien, with a G2fL orgenic“convicticn that mithout thbe rerty
sid its Harxian vrincizles, escecially noadays, Ve °Ié not ing-
and t-e labcT moveacnt i€ Actring. Te prcblem 1€ pcibfzmzlgrc%g
of tolersmce gewarcs trose VRC seck snsvers t€ nev RTEREEEE TR
clc 9nes in new frrme. We l.ave An ample ancunt of that, I asceure
you. #or ie thre prcblem eéven = thst is, the main nroblei - ONE of
actively ~rcbing for snsrere tc new trcbleme. That we =T€ docing.
rTcbhbably nct su ficiently; but -~urely not =c negligently thet 1t ie
cur nain vegkner 8. :

1 wnow thie ie nct = guestion of rrguing vith you soout sacddneld's
views, bec:zuee (1 trat sccre I -Delicve me =@ sretty much  eye

to eyc. L CC guestion your estinate <f hLis ¢:nfuct, =2nd yur
estimztc ¢Ff hew we hLave deslt with 1t. 1 aske n- cefensc of ¢ll
the vicws eXrrested DY Jernscen in kie Toply. o Th=t ie an.entirely
grearate metter. I wculd even gc Ffurther enc for 2 momant fub 3
aside th- viewn cmsTressel DY Macdenell in bis ~rticlsftat 1¢ 1ip oI
tant tc mc in liglt of vhich 1 s=ic¢ =zbouve, je th=t J-hnedn vrcte
te dercnC the rarty 2nc ite rrinciples, Wherezg Y»adonald wrote &
writes zad in geaeral crnducte himsslf o€ if th=re vere n?,party,
of i trcrc im, that Be cves IC 5-rticular alleglance to i%.
trersterc £y b- oyselfs gnoC, Jatnarn .1 muet correct, out wac—
don:ié I mvet fizht. Everythning el<e invelved 13 secrnd anc tenth
in imucrtonce.
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You mey reply: Y s, but th- curtiea iz procisely this, aau
fight Macconald? The roznly ie ~tgitaaste. Cnly, I am for ny
method. 1 vant to arcusc tha Farty nexb-rship against th> kind c¢7
éonduct anc attitude th={ macconald rixpresents. I want to ma¥ce i
unpopular in the garty to procesd as he orocceds. I want, if I
may say 8c, to infuse the memberchip with a Cromwellian fanaticie.
toward thcir party - =mhich Macdeonald =nculd probably call St=linisi..
Does Macdoneld act that =ay out of melice? Uf ccurse not. BEe is
naive asdbout many things, litecrally i%norant about certain fundamer
als of Farty procedure, and <o cn. “That ic a bity. But it doemn:
alter the nece-eity of taking the steps we did.

You regeat, with one or two other members, that we act on that
basis of the philosophy of: "If you agree ™ith my politios you rmuss
endorse my methods". A nice round ohrase. But .what does it refer
to? Exocpt for one specific point, I simply do not know. Tas cre
specific pcint is that Jchnson polemizad agsinst a Party mcomder
without mentioning his name. 1In cpite of all the lectures th=t I
vere resd tc me by eome comraces on this ecore, I am afraid thet I
remain as etupid-and incorrigidble as.cver. What im heavens neme is
nrong, unceér certain circumst=nces, with carrying on anorymous pol-
emics sgeinet the views of 3 Party member? I% has been .Gone - I
repeat, under certain circumstance - 4 dozen times in our movcment,
and mill prcbadly bz done a dezen times more. I emphasize, uncer
certain circumetances, =nd nct 3lvays, not merely at willyg not for
narrow facticnal malice. Did the circumst=nces warrant it in this
.6asc? Mcre than warrsnt it! Why?

You say so tenderly thst lacdonsld mag "fumbling, groping for
ansvers thet ¢e all seek" and that he sheuld have been reprimanded
for not submitting it first to ua. Core, come, my dear friend, such
-restrain ie worthier of mcre attrsctive objects. Macdoneld not -
only violztes clementary Farty discipline, which cven my 18 months
old son vould undersfand, but he humiliates the Party. He makes it
possidlc for cur encmics and opronents Yo ridicules the Party. ke
makxes it ncssible for LD to write - snd vrite justly - the scathing
comnzents th#t he wrote. Docs this mean that we must junp just be-
causg our crponents say scmething? No. It conly mezns thet we must
jump mhen cur crponents eay scmething that is true-and vslid. " But
th2t is act a11. I said end repeat, his article was an attack cn
the princizles 2nd nrogram ¢f the Farty all alcng the line - not
Just a1 mlsunderstandinz of them, but an ettack on them. If hie
article hed snything in comnon mith Marxiem, I never wag a karxist
and am censtituticnally not ocapadle eof occcming cne. And ~hat,
after all, ¢id Johnson de? Ke defended the Farty and 1ts »rogram
anc its gced name. That he may or may nct have done it 7isely cr
effedtively is, I repeat, bezide the toint; it is anctner matter on-
tirely. Ee did ~hat ©e chould have dene officially and imaedistely.
He did nct mention #acdenald publicly (or for that matter the
Party) any mcre than vae unavoidable under the circumstances, end
in order - e¢ is often the purpcsa ~f ancnymcusg cclemics - to rake
pessinle 2 graceful and nct toc damaging retreat Sy iaddonald.
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1 yicléd to po man, 3s or ‘

0 man, aters say, in recognizing. the number
guestione that still need solutioﬁ oT alab%gatibgy I.thingrtgiir
n%mber has beenﬁexa€§e;ated, to be: sure, out there are enough
g- them. I don % think, oI ccure Y, that every time somé. shEep’ 5~

ead;pr gonfuglonigt, ar 1gnaxmnaug,_gi ordin3ary dove ets the ides
that: some princip}e’gr‘theory of ours is butlived,'o; hat seme
019, and familir:r phenomenon ig, ip bis opinion, Drand new phen-
omenon, thit ;hiyéaptematicaliy*makes it 0. I doudbt very mich
the wisdom cf startiﬁgQaliiovgr a§aiﬁ‘frcm the Depinaing, &v. Iy
week, of rever concidering anything in cur arsonal as_aifeaﬂyf
acquired or cstablichcdi When these/1egit%m?tel¥~requ;;a’ngy %nd or
origin~l analysis or:congidergtion they get 1%, L f I ha?E_an¥t,ing
to say sbout it. 8ut, i want that analysis to'be made in the at-
mosphere of a serlous earngst Tevolutionary patty, agd noi ir the
‘stmosphert of gn irrespomsible 1ittle group of Berigus thinkers,

if you know what I mean.

Speaking for mycelf,: 1. 3m Aot ready bo hop 1D, at§aﬁjtbzﬁgj;gﬂ§§é
. . E: E 4 2 a- A o h hd - 3 Si F wia~ ci%
night.tuat.l_am ayakggea,'wi;p,g new theory, on ~&}y ?%ng§~»“§ﬂ.5&,
Cn'thc.War,*@nﬁOrg“§i2§ti(n”jnggth§:aitUTGNS;,thS’%?T“Y T th

L

e S e ¥ 3 T . 7 o R
probl s I:thinkqabou;ithla S EE WK S and. st w2y .=t 1 vatars

. “ i’i’?i?w f A _{ .n““-~ it - R LR
to B2y rondthing- o v §4% ciff I%§§xg00u¥Atn;mﬁ-9;y;*h7§.31d*6%?k
victinns h:¥e bain ﬂi?pigOfG,iﬁiﬁygéigdngf$h¢fﬁnghi¥3§°9“§rfdi§§
~nd Tounded—-out. nCw: convictiond = of d notd. beferey <1 may not =
wxys livc ur foo thie, rule, but,fltry;tb-f:Th$t‘iE,tpc;;rogﬁqéurf

1 sought tr- fellop’ id devé}dﬁiﬁg'ﬁy'new opiniog;ﬁn:the;quEQQQ%iof
the Oha?BCﬂ?r:pf°thﬁA§QV}g§‘Gtat§@¢ It is, i;think,:ai}lttlc uit

just tn jderntify such an'attifuﬂeftoﬁgid the ﬁrcblﬁmé’pshtidicéiﬁ
an attitucc —hich mr ot ¢f the 1eading crur~Ces hrve in comion vith
me - itk preglect of thess prodlems. . - - - - e

1 am sure 1 need not agk fergiveness fcr'theu“truculepce“ of thig
lstter, Tecause you will understend tLat it ie not wr1tten~1n.the
goirit of polenic 6T defience but rather, gepresents Ty wiloriun—
ate h-bit cf vutting farth my views, even ir tho uost coar »rly.

discuscicn, ~1t§ gpecial vigor, 8€ it were-

Max Shachtaam

New York, N.Y.:
Jrpuary cr¢, 1941



SCHE MOTZS 3Y COVRAC 2 JOHNSON

The Party should lmow the fellwying about comrade ltacdonald
and the New Internaticnal, Some menths age Cemrade Hacdonald
infermed the ether members of the then functioning Nev Inter-
natienal edi wrial cumsiittee, that he wished to write an article
oritical of Belshevism, in his cilumn "From Left te Rizht" This
was agreed te on Friday, Op the fellening Monday he telephoned:
cemrade Ga tes to say that he would not write the article because
he had nething to put in place ef Belshevism.

‘Comrade Macdsnald next asiked fcr spacs in the N,I, to analyze
Fascism, He was granted four discussien articles #f 2% nac es
each 'in feur lssues of oui 16 Fage magazine - odmraces Gates,
Lebrun and Jehiisor all .agreeing, When cémrade Johnscn's

artiole; "S#ciety and ths War", appeared, ceirade Macdcnald

asked far space, 5000 er 7000 werds, to give his views on “re
article, This was unanimsusly azreed te, The next we haarc from
him was his article in Fartisan Review, attacking the Parsy and
Marzism since 1917, ‘Jhen I wrete against him he was oul of

town, and I am informed Oy coemrade Gates, though I cannot remem-
ber this, that he arrived whan the number in question was actual-
ly on thepress, 1In 8ny case, s3 prossed wers the editors at
times, that ecften an articlse appsursd, having bevn.sge v ne

one except the parson who wrete it.,

JeR.Johnsen
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March 10, 1941
Lear Comrade Shachtman:

Thank you fwr ycur note ef Harch ath., In reply I should like to
say:

1. The four attielas ~n faccism in the next Partisau wview do
not constiturne o sym ssiun (in which case the cmission of A sokes-
Tan for the Varizers Tarsy would have been unjustified) nut ars i
fact, and were aunnunced as, "pour articles sn fascism", Later on,
on the basis of these four articles, we may run a - symposium of repre-

sentative viewpsints on the subject.

2, I myself did suggest that comrade Jehnson of the iforkars Farty
be invited %s write en ef the fovr articlass. My oslleagues felt, how-
ever, thab Paul Mattick - whose anaiysis of fascism seems 9 3 ruch
1ike that ef Jehnsen - wsuld te mers cumpetent to handle ths theme.

3, The Palitical Cimmitcee was aware already that tws of the feur
articles were to be printad in Fartisan Reviaw: Burnham's, which was
armounced two mentha age; and y own, abeut phe prepriaty ofprinting
which in PR I myself consulted Cemrde Shachtman,

4, The P.C. has naver befors cemplained that it did ner receive
prier notice of political articles (by sthers than mysolf) which were
to appear in Partisan Review., Is its present action a new policy?

On formal greunds, therefore, I den't think the actisn of tio E.C.
jg justified, Lesking at the matter more broadly, however, I con ot
least admit the P,C, has a case, But why was I not given a chanca to
give my side of the stery befors potion was taken? And why was I rot
at least invited te prasaent my side in the jntornal bulletin alon: with,
the material you inferm me will bae vrosentad against me? It would seen
only ths most alementary sert sf justice to ask me, befdre ¢msuring mo
for the fact that no Party rapras mtative (besides mysolf, prasuzellyt)
was invited to t ake part in what you mistakenly call a “gyaposium’ - te
ask mo vwhethor I had prepescod this tes ths ethor aditers cf Partiscn
Roviow. This trontment ®f tho caso ssams to me to bo bursaucratic,

1 raquast that this statonont be printod in tha sano int.:raxl bullstin
thot contains tho statonant df tho viaws of the P.C,

Fraternally,

Dwight Kacd onald
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IN REPLY TO COMRADE MACDONALD

comrado Macdonald's statoment is deth contradictery and besids tho point.
1. Becauge tha symposiym sn fascism is not giva the nane "synposium”

"t oos mot changd tho fact that that is what i¥ is, Only, it is a pocr
symeosium, not enly fror tho narrovser standpoint of tre party.but rri-
rerily from tha broader standpeind o? a roundéd prissnbation of e
stbjoct froun all sidos, not laxst of all from th: side ef Iarxisu, Con-
rado Macdonald is quibbling ovor a werd. Iatdr om, on tha . basis of the
" sour articles,'"we may rua a syzposiws of reprosontative vizooints on
tho subject," But if thesas are mdt noant as.a symposium but ar: worely
four articles, which happily arnd accidantally reot in ona issu», why did
corrade Macdsnald find it necossary, 2s he writses, to preposse to his
colloagues that coarado Johnsan ba invited to writc one cf tha four
articles, as a roprosentative of tho viaws of the party?

2, If it wore a question of ono or anethar incidental articls, no

ratter who'tho auther, the party could not possibly havs any particular
jrtorest ifi tho matter, Tho fact that a number of articlas xro brought
togoth ar in what is cloarly mxnt to roprasont a oross-soction of
Yradical" viawpeints on fascism; that tho only roprosamtativs of 2 l'arx-
ian partyi_’fgéht participatas in this symposiun is comrade joyc3, whose viows
on the subjoct aro decidedly not these of the party but rathor an cttack
upon theuj; that tho waizght of tho articles is at least thrso So onc against
thy Marxicn position, with ths ninority ef on3 raprosoating oaly a rnost
dubious “variety" ef lMarxis: - thoso things ars of concorn to tha party.

That it dees nst eccur to conracda Haedonald to discuss such g4 .motter, in
advance, with tho party, is not duc to any malice on his sido, to bo swre,
It is duag, howevor, te his failurc te grasp oortain 3lmontary obliga-
tions that any and overy manbor has towards the party in any politieal
activity he may bo ongagod in. This failure is ropoatodly and olearly
ronifosted in his activitios, and is raofloctad througheut his statomont,
Fis attitudo, mors of tan than not, is that of en3 marty doaling with an-
othor party, or tho attitudz of a friend of tha party rathor thon of a
sember, It is not, thoruoforo, surprising that his attituds cacourcgss tho
ottspokon enomies of tho party.

4, Fithorte, tho P,C, has dclibor-toly loaned backwards in its attitude
towards the nen-party periodical with which cenrade Nacdonnald is associatod,
It ros abselutoly no desire to intervone in this porisdigal in tho capacity
of "censor" - least of all in thosc liturary and artistic fislds %o which
t¥ig once militaat poriodical has ratroated ners and wmoras axclusively dnce
tr¢ boginning of ths war., Howaver, if, on the political and thaoretical
front, tha periodical is to beco..2 incroasingly, a ferun for anaties of
l'arxism, opponents of tha party, and various political nondaescripts,
aspecially to the exclusion of wiat Wyodarali®y deliosphoe ovidently rordrd
a3 Wnrospectrblo Trotskyists, the quostion of eo. rads Feodonald's verk on
o periedical, whore ho acts as tha outstanding political oditor, demands
incroasingly alert attentien by tho party. 'hon hoe askas if our dackicn

or tho supervisien and control of this werk rapresents "a now nclicy",
can only reply that this is an old, old poliey of thao movomont 1 ose neglect
by courace Macdmald has occasicnzxd our reninding him of its validity and
applicability cspocially in his cass,
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5, Conrade Macdonald's ronewod complaint about "burcaucratic" action
is positively rcmarkablo, to say tho lcast, Tho only aotion the F.C,
has thus far takon is to notify him that in viow of the latost occur-
onco, he is to bear in mind tho party rulo that tho political (in-
cluding literary-political) activity of all mombors 1s &o be conduce
ted undor the control and suporyision of tho party and its aonropriata
bo dics, and that -this rulo applics te hinm as well as to nll othors,’
Yhot Macdonald undorstands by the word"burcaveratic" is thus obscure,
Anything but obscure, howover, is his own politicel and organizational
conduct, for it has clearly prococded along the lino ef lack of undor-
standing of who sinplo responsibilitios: of party mehborship and o
corresporiding failure to discharge his ebligations to tho party.

The Editors



The folloring document is the report mace by the City Committee
in Chicagc to the recent convention. It is being gent to all
3ranches ¢8 infrom=tion anc -ae an illustration of how onc City or-
ganizatior rttempted to-presert -nd.organized the discussion of
fundnaentzl pelitical e=nc crganizaticnal questions confrontisg the
Farty. ’ '

3r-nches-2Te acked to study endé ciscusse:this cocunent =& &
means of trecmoting the -politicxl-ecucation of the 3rsnch. It must
be r-merbered, of courde, th t thc siecific guestiors aross ccr=
cretely in ore city, aré the.decument is not-esent cut as i blarnket
docuacnt tc cover All placec end situaticns.
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ORGANIZER'S REPORT
. (Approved by the C.C.)

" Supreme tion: .

.y move of the Roosevelt administration, both domestic and foreioum,
s svidenae that the zero hour is at hand. The number of steys tha
. 3t111 be taken "short ¢f war®, have diminished to near the vanish-
ocint, Unless some unfcreseen event completely alters the onicture
g 128t fatol steo can enly be a matter ol .onl:s,.

;e months are of extrewé imnortance to our orgardizaticn. They

s our 28t ovvertunity to convert -the movement, msycholdgically snd
nanizationally, to a war-time footing., ‘If we are correct.in holding

t the future of the workingolass will he -determined by the contin-
existences and aotivity of the revolutionary Marxist narty, then'
quat follew that our efforts to guarentee that existenee and activity
st ever-shadow all other considerations,’

# suoreme cuestion of the moment therefore vnoses itself as follows:
iour organization in a state of preparedness to withstand the nres-
by snd ' shocks of war-time existence? 1If not, what stens are neces-
2 o achlieve Bush ovreparedgess? ™ = T ’

18 to detérmine the answer to this cuestion and take the indiczted
‘ips "that this convention convenes.

« The Period Since the Solit: .

tugh in the vast bolstered by an active youth movement that .served
donoeal -the deficiencies of the party, the Chicero organization

B for yearsd Yeen & notoriously weak link in the national movewuent,

vk of roots in the working class and lack of active varticination’

' the clans, struzsle condemned it %o the existence of a propaganda ..

o nure end sisole, - Party mewbershio could be:malntained by oeodle

‘1 the Yenshevik stpndard of "hgreenent in princiole and financiel.
e diseivpline,  and poor.

t:ﬁd?' Loggé org-nizztion, zhsence of Hositiv
Iy soirit.wers the acgeoted rule.: ‘

foigh the WP was organjzed with the: bettér elensnts of the old org-
?12;,1;&03, ft inherited all. i%s.basic weaknesses and vices. . Béainning .
£ this initisl handicav, certein factors have oyerated "uson the loeal-

Jrt7 to deoreds its snirit 2nd mor=le to crisis nromortions. . These
as follows: . ) : ~
Te Tffeot of War unon menbarshin v
‘i“*e evastation visited unon tH¢ radical intellisentsia by
lef;fasaisp, victories and the democratic. gourp:'e'oi‘s DTO0-war nronagand
43 had g 'nuch” greater effect umon our varty than aonesrs on the sur-
(*€¢ It could not he otherwise 'in en orgenization with such = large
‘ﬁty boureeois ¢commositidn,: : T T
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A Marxist »arty with a »metty bourgeois counmosition is -n
anomoly which cennot long endure. It will Iind its solution in one
of two ways: (1) the varty will become-netdy bourgeois in nrozrsm and.
soirit es well »s in composition or (2) the narty will become nroletar-
iaa in commosition as well as in soirit and nroerems T

...The:preater.the pressure:from;:the:nourgeoiscsdcigtyiin: which
we live, the more.difficul} to:Keem:ya party comvosed of 'non-prolétar-.
ians upon a Xarxist course,’. :The worker who hrs enbraced ifarxisd
sees in.it salvation from his status.as e ware slave: -He-caniot.flee
from the ‘class struggle, - It.is varf of:his every-day-lifes .Howéver;
Marxism to the netty bourgeois can only be an intellectual conviction.
The greater, the pressure upon - him from the bourgeois world,:.the darker
the fortunes of 't1ié ‘revolution,, the Weakar .the forces of His varty,
the more .apt.i8.the ‘petty bourgeois, to. doubt-his. formek convieticra
~ snd doubt the..strategicel -course.of. the party; "Goubt the »billity
of the varty to grow and achieve: success, doubt the ‘correctnéss: ofs

the Marxist thcoretic=l system.

It 18" the ment-l: aztitude.of-the-doubtere thht it théTeaeat
1l in” the .

est obstacle to work in the Chicago ormenization; sbove »

Mo

Central Brarch.

.The .passive attitude of:the doubter ("NO;Qsé~£rjiﬁg';t wonlt
work") infects and varalyzes those aroumd<him,. The “stagration- oif
the movement breeds additionsl dissatisfaetion and pessimism and
the virua of "doubtism" spreads throughcut the movement.

2. Lack of Self-Sacorifice

The fatiguing and exhrustiag eight month long fzetion Tight
was followed by .a veriod of general let-dovn.: Factional diseinline
and activity gave way to the loose orgenization and inaetivity of
the newly born WP.-- A lsrge number of members took advant-we o7 the
let-down to turn their attention to oersonsl oroblems (marri-=es,
family incre=ses, automobiles, buildinz houses, furnishing howes,
etc.) It soon became evident:-that these versonal zdjustuents were
vert of 3 tendency.to. "seitle down" and add to vpersonal enjoyamcnts
at the exvense of varty work s=nd finencizl sscrifice, Affzirs o
aversonsl character reduced the perty work of some wmembers to such
a mimimum es to raise anew a cuestion First vosed by Lenin in 1903
- "Who is a vweriy member?t

' The institution of the 10% revealed for the first time the
shocklgg denth to which party resvonsibilities h=d f=1llen in coacer-—
ison with wersonsl »ifsirs in the lives of reny mervers., The aember

with the hirchest income offered to wmay the surllest Dereent-ee,

The 10% becane an upside-down incone tsx., The petty Sourzeois with
an income from $35 to 350 offered to vnay around 41 - &% while

a workerswith en income of 312,50 vays 10% witheout crmolsint,
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The dievarity of living siandard¢ in our.verty is an unavoiisble
a2t flows from its compositic But the insistence of wesbers
she cnaforts end luxuries of a eolid vetty-bourgzecis life at
smense of just contributions to thz -arty is a crime not only

-8t the ideals of the moveasnt, but even azainst the common

iy th~t existe smone hon2st men. Thet workers in the narty tite
: livs and gimly suifer it without letting it ~ffect their =uorale
tribufte to their devotion, not evidence to thz hrimlessness of

sondition,

ar
n

3. Lack of Apressive Leadarshin

The gbove describsd develooménts (molitical vessimism 3nd lack
self-secrifice) would not only have nlgyed 3 minor role hnad a
tng leadsrshin existed to counter-act it. The city comuaittee,
wver, for from counter-scting these tendencies nermitted the- to
zlop in its own renks. The co-mmittce dragged on » vaszive cxistenece
2out showing the enerzy necessary.to root out the delinnrusncies
tae renks,
The gre-~teet weakness of ths committce itself wss .the f-ilure of
(3§ organizer to vlay en-agressive role in the leadeérshin of the or—
Mzation. This wes worsened by the frilure of oth~r meabers &7
# cornittes to show initiative in ca~rying on the work. ~Tach of ths
wneers thought of his work orimarily in teras oi Yone of the branchss
! the natty or the YPSL, retacr than city comaitte- work. Thsz abs:nce
‘a2 centr»l headcusriers and the gre-t distances between committee
mbere hom=s m=d~ it 211 the more difficult for » committez with thst
‘titude to function with diswatch and vigor.

manaegad to c2rry out sowe co-ordinated =cti-—-ities
Fring tho swaner »nd e-rly fa2ll -Z LD meetine, Stadium distribution,
Eirestor outing, Russian Revolution celcbr-tion. TFollowin~ the Full..
§§§§ emnloyment of-the orgaizer early in Cotober, the comittee
tlayed solely a n28sive pert in the Yife of the bresnizstinn.

The coumittee

iI1. The Branches
1. The Centr»1 Branch-

+.. . I he existencr of nolitic-l vessimisam ond lack of self-sso—
*ifice in ite wost vronounced Iorm is to be Found.in the Centrs1 =
dronch,” Added to ite othcr difficult oroblems, thess evils b-ourht the
?Egnch tn » et=te of poralyeis and stasa~ition whers its very exie-
‘“nce wrs thre»tened.

In 2ddition to the -niymbér of tired mewbers, the bronch wos
Peget by the ciificulty of hevine its acrbers scattered over ridely
¥learat-d verts of the oity =nd lacking » czntrsl Tocus of activity.

T he branch cerried oa » ainiaun of work durine Aur. »nd
$@nb.,. This consisted of housc-to-house work in titz nei~hborhood
of C-liforni= and North, s-les at the NAR yards, and sudsort to the
#ctivitice of the South Side Sranch. * I
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Berianing in Octsbcr, the Br-achk hrary mz~tinx in hruse, “-rly
d~rkneee -8 hruse-tr-hruce —rrk dilficult. Sund-y w-biliz-ti-ne
~ere f-ilur-e. Durine Nov-ubar ~ctivity c~ac to - virtu-l et-nd-
eti1l. Th-~ clcctimn of » aer cxccutivec coimittse -nd Braac h org-n-
izer broucht > slicht unturn in the l-tter o rt ~f Decruber,

~ The 3r-nch »t nreesnt is inwelved in » thor~u~h c-av~se o ite
contact 1ist InrT subscriontions t° ~ur Hrses ~nd -n ~ttemot to wye-
tom~tic~1ly pleaca its memwhers in ~utride nrganiz=tiras. '

Th~z~ ~f ite prrblemes th-t =~r: eoncifislly br=nch or~blems c-n
find th-ir beet solution throush the nfferts ~Z th- br-ach o~xecutive
co-rnitte=. T hose vroblems; however, th-t stem from thw bolalel SEALY BB K¢
~f its mewbers must be d--1t with by the incomine city crmnitien
~hen it dzt-rmines 7he h=gs thz right to bz - o-Tly menb-=r.

3.  South Side Branch

Duz- tr the existence ~f. - field 'in vhich t~ mark (Meesrn ~r22),
the c~mm-~r-~tively gre-ter y~uth o ite e borve, =nd th~ éxistonce ”
of = YPSL unit, the South Side br-nch hqe b gn less =ffected by the.
onlitic»l pcesimidm: th~h the Central Branch. "Forever, t~ ‘sgssume

"th~t the ~ctivity of 'ths brsnch-is suificient evidence ~Z the =bsmce

of thire rvil'is;tn'f»il to underst-nd its a~ture »ndtn ~rvarlook the
Comoesiti~n ~f. th> #r-nch, ~ The difficultics in s-curing just ~ng
reoul~r Finsnci»l cdontributi-~ns d~ nrt diifér ir~» threr in the

. ffentr=1 Pz-ach, T ' '

: dost ~7 the difficultios ~If the brachk . -roge Ir-m an .~ttommt te -
carTy nn ~xteneife moss aotivity rith - #ocfully sa=11l number »if '
acliviste, Thic wes further comdlic=tcd by the dif7icultiss inherent
in work :m-ae Neeroaes by - n-~rty c~morgcd ovorrhalmingly ~ivhites
Theses t7o f~cters tsnded t- farce the v rty t~ continuelly =-nuever
through w=ricus individusls to cvercome its h-ndice=vs ~I sn-llness
and rhite »rademinsncey . #e » ra2sult, much effort w=s cxmended ~n
manuevere th-t led .to 1~ mermeznent pg>in- Zor the »n-riy.

The br=nch ~mruld h-=ve eained z2ore h>d it cet itself anre 1imited
2n~le =nd crncentr-ted grester efforts tn make n~eitive ~reaniz-tiecnel
maing thrnuceh recruitment. ’

JThe so-llncss of its numbsre ~nd the coastent coll=brr-tinm in
tranch -nork resulted in » lossenine.c? foru=l-orncedure which ¢rs™ no
ch~To line between veriy. members =2nd acan-eisbers »2nd tho breanch 2nd
YPSL, unit. Such clese ovarsonsl coll-bor~tisn ghows - on~d =<oirit o
ermr~deshin but c=n -~leo develop » ¥cloeed family" -ttitude in —hich
engein -~né neore~n=l bickerins sre n~urighed. = ’

Thera criticiems vhould act in =nyv»y bc n-raisted t~ fetr-ct
frep the bogic v=1lue oI the 3outh 5ide -ctivity “hich mag: tho n=we of
the psrty ~n¢ ite orese Xanvn to volitic-l conecicus Nesrerss by the
hundrede. .The vork in the Forum, the strugeles of the Actinn Covup-
ittee, ~nf, =bove =11, the estrcet s-les and hecuse t~ .hrusz ~ar%, =~de
cur tiay »rty ~ woliticsl f-ct »meaz Negro workcrs, The success of
the Coanlidzs meatine, including th: extensive distrirution th-t or
seded it, indic-te the sbility of tha brench te rezch Ne7ra rorkoer

R

e-
e
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The biaegest odroblem ~f tho breack rome=ing uaeolved: to conit-lize
Uoon ite sctivities thr-ruch the recruitaeat nf Neero warkers., I7

time does Amk sllow thie, wo wust orgeni & grouns ~f Yegro eyup-thizers
"ith $ics t~ the ®arty nresniz-=tinn, Cnly such »armsncnce 27 ergen-
iz~tinn o-n"mrevent the nullific~tion of aur hitherto excend-d e-forts:

IV. Club oreenization:, ., =
I . {0r~1 Réoort)

V. Recommcnd-tions:

The new city committec inust be -~uthorizad »nd charged with tha respen-

sibility t6 "ork towerd » ‘solution of the basic wesknecses o0f the
orgeniz-~tion along the following lines; '

S

‘1. Ideolowicel Offensive

Peesimism, »nd porr D-rty soirit -re basically moliticel nroblems.
Orgsniz=tipnsl me-surce by themselves cennot create an active =2nd@
discivlined mnvement in 2 meatsl ~tmoephere of doudt »ad uncartainty.
To merely terke starn me-sures :g-inst delin~uents is tn drike the ;
doubters, rather thsa thé daubts, 6ut of tha wnrty. ~ The org~nizs.
tional steos must &hérefore bes accompanied by =2n ideoloric=l nffencgive
sperinet dofe=tist moode.

¥hile the counter-o’fénsive »soinst ths tremendrus ideolowic<l b-Tr-
age (re~lly »n."all out" wsr) sgainst Z-rxism on the »art of vc-ction-
srieg, liber-l fokers, »nd renewades is orim-~rily ths responsibility
of the “rliticsl Committeec, ths 1ldcal lo~dershin czn end wuct nl=y 3
decisive »>rt. Ite uroger-m inust orocecd along two vs=ths. Tirst, ths
fcrmzl‘nrgénigvtion ~f meackr-rehip discussinns, cl-sers, stc. on bersic
Warxist*thﬁbrngnd tho aodern vorsion o7 vevisionism. Second, the
maximom us® ~f.'macreonsl contsct with the mewbership to imbus then
with ideonlodical- firaness.

The 1=tter s»oro=ch is f»r less tangible then the fnrmer. But, in
® fense, for =ere imonrtent. Ia = ew=ll orem izstinn like ~ure the
Aenial ~*titude of the lesdzrehiwn transfers itssls immedi-tely t~ the
ranks, Ti » local 12-~dershiv is a towrer of strancth for firmnces in

t orinciples, it will imbue the T-nks vith this attitude. 1I7 a
>1 laadershin is"openlminded " on evcry nevw warversion of the prin-
L5e ucon vhich our movemsnt rests, this -~tiitude =i11l lik%as=iece con-
terlZ to the ranks,

ot

nge NI f-rxism is ant, hoTewer, tn be confused Tith

(=
ism th-t etifles thousht., _.larxiem is = werpon to ®e usc, not
cn 1o ze observed. The =onlic~tien of thr hethodg ~7 “arxism
2=tz 2nd en-lyze new chenomena is ~bsolutely necces-ry if

0 remein e living science »nd our riovencat a voiiticel
vork of the aenerstion of lenin rnd Troteky wvaetly en-
‘»rxigt herit-ge left by ‘=1z and ngnole. Thne Harxists
=y h2ve the duty of carryine an thie vork.
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dorever, to cite the 5roblers rhich Tsrxism h-~¢ nn ¥
g evijience of ite sterility ig commaralkle te a nevio-tar
Terto-rd his commaess becsuse hs finds hime~17 uwon an unch-»

e vise nevigetor, Z2r {rnn discerding it, mill =211 the =1oTe cherish
g chimees 25 the only ineirument ta ~uddz2 him *n g-feiy.
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Ours it » Marxist party. This is not subject to de:abc. Those
#ho want to reschew the cud of Bernetein a 1% Burnhum and §2..Tzmens
arc in wrong organizetion.

3. Orggnigation lMeasures—

The ncw city committee must show by it- mttitude that it is scri-
ous in cariying out both the letter and thc sspirit of this roort. The
orgenization wust be tightencd up. Greatcr prromptncss and cfficiency
must oe intreduced. A system of planncd agctivitics muset be cponsored-
This oan, hovever, only succe d 1f it mrkes welain its intontlons to
end the cobominmable preroticc of periitting syrmpathizers to hold-cards
28 party mcwbcrs. Far better to h=vc a party of 10 activietc and 15
symprthizers than 10 activists and 15 jnactive members. The 15 insct
tive aro not harmless. They will sooner or later demoralize -the scti-
virts and dissolve tho organiz-tion.

We must end tho concept that disciplinc is merely nogetive ——
that.the sarty has only -thé:right fo tcll membore' what not to do. Our
party is =2 ccmbat orgenigetion. Evary merber 16/ a soldier at thc dis-
poenl of thc democrnticslly-clected leadership. Our disgiplinc is ‘
therefore poceitive—— thc party h-e t Lo right to’ tcll” the M nbers vwhat
to do.

A perty rember is conc who not caly -2rces in principle «nd mekoc
contrivutigar, but ono vho ol cc'hinmeclf comnlctely at the disboeal
of the paurty, to do whot he-is ascigned, go whire he is sont, cte.
The ory of "perconal problcme® i~ based.upon a ccncept native e the
Republican ¢né Deomocratic pertics. A revoluticnist has no ayrtéricus
porsonal preblems ‘that interfere with his duties yeot romain beyond
party conccrn.. - C

Both bronches mu~t work out plens of acticr-tc confora to their
cwn ainsy. The city committee ruct hear and discuss rogular on tic
progross -of the branche~. #n cnrrying out such plans.

3. Qnance the Clas~ Comuosition -

The centinued discuseiecn of the necd to bocrme a workingelusr
prrty in c-oprsition. and.ths continued l-ck ¢f nctive work to rcolize
this ge=l hor beecme intclorable. Unlens sericug steps arc t-ken te
reslize the grol, mére telk vill h-ve the ecffeet to make un lcc crn—-
fidenoe in sny of ~ur pr-prorl-. :

It connrt be sufficiontly cmphecized that a Marxist partr muct
o a party of workcre. :

Hi~tcry has not knorn of a clags party that succeeded in giving
‘le=der~hip to its class vhich itgelf was madc up ~f people drawn from
other clnsses. The igolation of cur org-nization frem the laber move-
ment can raly be onded by (a) the pleaned and ocyn~tematic oh iz in
the ocoupations -f our members and )b) the recruitment c¢f now ricmbirs
frrm the w-rkinglecacn. P-int b. will ncver be realized witiout the
prior realization of point a.

If we do not t=ke n~dvaniagc of the present opperiunities in in-
dustry duc to the defense pr-greor, ve must congider ourrcives doomed
to a petiy Lourgeris composition indefinitely.

HHH



