October 5, 1950

Daar J¢

After the lengthy time 1t took me $o write this, I
"should® be able to offer iy ¥ithout apologies, but that 1s
unfortuntaly not drue, Seoction 3 of thie rough draft Ag i
partiocularly wouph hewn, and altogether too dlssureive. 3But it
1g the firet time X trisd to pin down Lassallonier and to do
that et all well without ‘noving Lamsalie's work is of course
impossiblo, and until Greoe ana T 83% dovm o (heme works tRat
part ehall have %o ransin Just a bunch of notea, But ons thing
I do foel about the M8 ena that lg thet I finally do have Oh,X.
of GRITIGUE and Ch,I of OAPITAL, internsli=sca &nd 60 some day
wlist im internal will have to externelize Lteelf, Thigs ie¢ &
down payment for %hket "some day"®, -

R A L

Yours,




1/30/52

Let mo give you an idea of cne single sentenses Part 2 of a pars
Riocardo's method of thought was ssontially Kantian. (1)

Part I of pams par: is s description of how R looked at maeses and
value eto,oto, : ’ :

Wo do thie in the last seotion of State-Capitalism and World-Revolution.
Pm]’.

Biiow the enception that R had of workers crganisations, all in direst
slmplo, siraightforward sentencen, ' - '

ThS chlef idea is this is what Rio actually atq, and this iz Xantian,

What you ars writing now is a Corrmmist Manifesto, Iy the +ime Marx
reached tho C.¥. he struck hard (He must have been through with
Rioardo, Hegel,otc.) mad you must dut through in the tans way,

Marx hid it therss he wes fumbling 1ike we werc from "43-Y45, Then he
#ald I will mmok, :

Party., At gvery st.ge when sertain orgenisations form,.
You may work with Rio.mnd trade. uvmion movement, ‘
You mzy work wit!i_narx and Firet International, sooinl rov,
tlarx and Engelsewind Int, 0 v K.
Lenin & Trotsky=-ird Int,

L

Cormnmist Hanifesto,. Satatc and Rovolutions Imperinliem..

Notis of them tangled up 'in'a lot of valuos Don's write on Vzlie; Bt forw.

Write for Johay, 81, Everott,. . : o o
You may find you cemnot, Then wa'll know, "T:.4id 4% 1n 560 & WAy« Grace had -
wns torrific formulations,  Arv you satisfied that you'sald all you wentod’

20d form, ‘ot., tnlking to some of us 1ike Grace, me, you,.

B may in la} gesaios of conventionj end iis difference with way you said it . °

. ¥irst’in Pitteburghl

Rioerdp. thought ha got awny from the mrket and Marx in the.early draft.gave
them oredit for it, but by the time of the Paris Commme he reconsidered the
quewtion and realired, etc.eto. sto, . . S

'Theso wars his concepiionsat the time of the writing of Oapitaly 1lst od,
Howsvery it was the Parls Oomtnme whioh changed completoly his com aptions/
Bhas dlstiaguisied tne Fadis Gommme (perbaps e rough page) From this -
Marx reorganized his work somplutely zudhe drew ths conclusion, Yo@ ars mow-
in & DO 6 going'320 milan an hour.. . :

Ain &t Johny, 81, Everett. A horribdle exampls of what you should not &
is the proposedsummation to war pamphlets Here 1t im with my notes,.
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Helloy
You w11 pleass forgive me for tuking up 4m generul questiom when enly
thclqo?cra'ho should be our concern 111 tha data. Txg &vod roason for that 4=
that it faa the con¢rets--our organisation that meds me think of the genorale=
forgle I wan in foet twmt ¥hish unde @ & me ssarch for Marx's comeption of rarty
wag

The question of form whish an it appears in Capital wa hava connectad with
the activity of the Commms hamow revenled iicelf mo argenization, pariy form
and it is the problems g concentrated in our first coming to life independantly
that has brought this out, Wateh this devslopments )

{1)tho comnodity form somes to 1ife in all it complsxity andhsnce simplicity
with 2nd ,French edition, It does #0 bacause the proletariat has Tevsalad in the
Cotmbine its Torm of notivity, freedom, mrot despotic plen, at_howevsr wap ii
cppoged $of To the commotdty, tho mwmwwe

fraa outsida fompetition end despotic_inmer pian, :

(2) Having finally Zully transoended Ricardo, Uarx then settled ssorez also
with one mspack of proletarian agtivityewths First International which he says
in the Critiqus of the Gotha Prograueio wae ik rirgi Ristorde form of this
aotivily and no longer suitable, ¥y? It is clear that the Firet whish wmdsr
its hroadwings sheltered svaryone from Eritish trade wnions %o anarchicte mywt =

bo replaced. By wiril

(3) Lonin 1o the first to anower that. Nots that when in .1900 he foughta
ooonomiste and pave = general answere ot moraly trade union aetivity but
politioe~~averyons ie with hin, but when he gonaretissp thet answare dofinition .
of party memborenfp, there is the 8plit inte Men. and Bol, ' Now everyons from
Karl Xautaky to LT wents to. forgst that ancwor, ‘Tual’s sma’l potatotes, they
eay, m incident, ihat wasn't what caused tho oplity deepsr, mors political
toasom, blah,blah,blih, But $hat was not ingldemt but cmzentce, It dlsciplined
ks intellsctual by the preanization, the proletarian orgnnixatiym, i

(4)When the Third Int. coulénot write itself a program, it was not bogauss.
it did not have high politics, but because it didn't have the consrete orgauiza-
tional form of prolstarian activitysethe party wna no longer it, _ :

. (5)When organismtion 16 so inherent in 12 year olde an to have a comnail
of war with minister of war et al asg genga do, while our organisation is dip-
ourwing pri lotarionization not ex sending yreopls inte fastory.but as putting

a stanp on the party, nﬁn luaders, of party, wohave ranched & new formy, n
now category and must watoh ths dinlsetic of that ae the overything of todny,

v
hings

%
Tomorro® I will bs basck in NY & the concrete work of these/you want for pamphlet,
I fold rested & onlm andought to say thot way till I seeyou,
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Dear Graces

I doubt I will write any part or any outline of the book this first
week, but it io ap well we know the new conceptions that will form the tnder=
lying wssumptions of the present writing as distinguishsd from the many '
pravious nntes. :

First there wes the convention and the central axis of @apital
-=cooperetive form of labor vs. deepotic plan-~began to hesume concrate
forms Tt was our organization's relationship to its shépmates, as Bolshevik
workers with eyes and e all open to workepg in general, Whai thege brought
back into the party,and &-yonic_ tendenclen Appenred in concrste organiza-~
tional revealed for the first time how concentrated a fobm of proleterian thought &
activity is the party, ‘ , ,

Secondly, the preparation for the plenum and the plenum ituslf

concreticed for me much of Marx's commodity-form

I did not see before. OSpecifically, ithat Chapter I of Capitel wees not only

a counterpoaition of freedem of activity, plan of workers vs. plan of eapital

or value-form, it e hilerious teke-off of the bourgecis politicsl form=-

parliamentery demscracy and the peor, poor genius Ricardo who thought he had
' done with markai economics btut couldn't get out from under oxchange-value

to see ‘labor as more than u "source" of value. I wrote a brief note to our

friend on thaty hera it 1» typed. ‘ R : ‘

_ Finally, there is the.brief, very brief talk with him before I
lafts I did not take stencgrephic notes, tut only a sort of resuss. This now
is the general conception. ) - ' , ; .

" I'm thinking of coming inte town Sunday to 1b ten to btroadeast,
gnd I would like to spend & few hours-in Slavic Divieion beiore I -weturne -
Will you be eo good as to find out whether they are open Sundey; if not,
will veu pleses call us, and ask thez to 2eave for urs: Adams in the
ref. division The Chronique of Marx's 1ife. (Tt is listed in their citalogue
not under Marx's Sollscted Works, but burisd in mectim about Mx.) Many thanks.
s . . R i

I found with me the minutes of first W.Va, confersnce. You might wish to
‘use it in pepar, or consult with W.Va. on it, so I encloze it.
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Dear Graces

Perhape no prefatory such as I have written is nesdsd., But I

needed it before I gut down to the conmcrete mass. of materisl which ue yot
hes essumed no particular form. So ist's let it be for the time being.

It appears to me now also that there will be much materisl on the
question of the party which might better bslong in the Wkrs Party-Wkrs Stata
pamphlat, bul we can shift Iniers What keeps oropping up as terribly real
is the question of Luxemburg, this time not ro Acc. of Cap. but her theory
of spontaneity. This business of you can't pass & constitutional decree
against epportwnism; enly the class strugsls =111 overcome it &% 16 ohe

. more way of ghifting on to the proletarien shoulders a task that is ihat
of the Marxist theoreticion. You see, she who epoks =0 much of spontansity
rejected the Stewards Movement, and Lenin whe spoke 30 much of vanguard party
cmbraced the Soviets. The development of our own 1litile prouping and the
attempts to rmm to the masses to solve pur probleme mnkos nll thase disputes
s¢ Very concrete now, And in conirast to a sort of sd hoc prolstarianization,
noie E's plodding way of bringing one concrete proletarisn to leadership,
AND DQN'T IET'S FORGET FROM THE VERY FIRST WRITING THE WKRS PARTY PAUPHLET-
TQ INGLUDE WATKINS. He was.not ldsted originelly as an suthor. He must sow
bacome one. ‘ ’

R




FIRST ROUGH DRAFT OF THE LEMIN BOCK Feb.1952
FREFATORY NOTE

A few months before the most devastating wol.r the world had ever saen
broke out, Karl Kaustky, the leanding theorotician of the Second {Larxist)
International, published a "popular vdition™ of Karl Marx'c CAPITAL. There
is not a single word in that introduction that indicates that the book Kautaky
is "popularizing" is snything but o textbook, concerns itself with the
prolstariat not as an object, = thing, but =s a living subjoct which is

actively, overy day at ihs point of production, revolting against it, '
xad has its own thoughts on the whole of bourgeoin society, snd will be

the decisivé element in the_bg_g_x;thfow of the old and the sstablishment of the new..
Yot Kautsky wrote with a.uthorit'y as the lea.dinf% theoretician..of Marxism, | ;
recognized so by all, including Lonm, who rave“'ed him ashii teacher. Not
only 'that. !(a.uts‘-y wee no mere theorctician, hc was ths rs‘-‘olu Lonary lua.der
" of the greatest massunrxiat Party, ‘the Social Democrat:.c Pa.rty of Germany. No
one ‘disputed that i‘act, end Lenin ouenly arwied 'thia party, atnd tried to .

fashion hisown ‘Runsimn psrty on that model. Not evan the fact that th:.n

International Yad just '_voted '!;o ‘find ways to bring the Bols}ie\ld.'ka md Mensheviks

together :l.nto one perty shook Lenin's faith in its, revolutionary character.
LW Buropaan ’
Lenin wasmuch p¥are of the lmaneas of the/profesa:.anatp: rev'olutionary
and the Russien ‘than of the rliffarence. .
Then cama.Augdst 1914. The revolutiona.ry Social Democratic Party of Gérmany
. ey -
voted for war credits for the Kaiser's Goverrmontl 'I'ha/aocfety that wa.sba:l.ng
broken to bite included all its institi'l'ioni, net excluding the one b*ulJ*’up by

‘the mdvanced proletariat to destroy ite sy, siimekFENEEMse, - This monstrous

fect, which shocked lenin out of his lethargic acceptance of the Second




-
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International as the world party of Marxism, Tforced him reorganizs his very _
mode & thought for it was no aceident that he had roverad Kautsky as his leader.

He hadnot challgened his interpratations of H&rﬁsm because those were his own

method of thinkimg.

S0 now Lenin sat down to reorgenize his whols method of thoughls He
turned to Hegel's SCIENCE OF LOGIC fer the first time soriously. C(nce befors
he had turned to philosophy. That was in 1907 when the defeat of the Russian
Revolution had eaten into the uncompromising Marxist philosophy of class sfruggla.
The result was rather abstruse.* But the situation nowwas entirely different.
Thia wasno period of defoat of the peoletariat. This was a break-up of the

bourgeois . ) ] -

whole of/society. The crucial noint was why did the Second collapse with it%

So nowLenin turned to LOGIC with the concra‘te break-up of the Second before

him, thse concrate differences of" the Rusnl&n Bolshevik Party *‘rom tha.t of

the Soclal Democratic Party of Germany prerlomina.tmg over the general likenees,
And foir the first 'time he began to undarata.nd the concrete dia.lac'l:i.c of .
Harx's Copital. “For t‘na past half cantury, he would soon write aha.rply"nona .oi‘. |
the Marxists understood Marxdl Itia imposeible fully to comprehand Harxte
. Ca.pital, and epnecia.lly its f:lrat chapter 1€ you have not studied through and

understocd the whole of Hegol‘s g; .

The revolution that Lenin a.e:ie*;red :'.n his Iown thinking in 1915
was "::z}g;i;way ﬁich enabled him to- conceive the self-activity of the
proletariat in the Russian Ravblu‘hion, The rresent bocks gom erne i_teelff with !:cw.r
Lenin had arrived at his' politieca by maanl of his philosophy.
‘The la.ndma.rka in.Lenin's davelopment, 1914-1'7 ares NO’IES O THE
DIALRCTIO, IMPERTALISM, A Fopular Oytlipe, STATE AND REVOIUTION. The latter
Lenin had bfokan ofi'Kan the middle in order to participate in the actual

Novembar Revolution. Lenin had broken through all Marxist economic categories

and placed the proletariat in ihe center of ail problema.

This was his big leap and the great divide in Hodern Merxism.

1741
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Lenin's development parallels Marx's own development from the
writing of the GRITIQLE OF POLIT TICGAL ECONCMY in 1859 to the writing of
GCAPITAL, 1867=73,

Both revoluﬂons in thinking were induced, on the one hend, by great
historic evente--World War I in the one case, and the Civil War in the United
s’ a'l:ea and tha conaequent groat massdemonsirations in Englend dn the other case,
On the other hn.nd! by the orpanizational form the activity of the advanced
working tnoke In the one ecamse it was the fall of the Second Internefioney in

the othor cass the riss of the First International, L]’._n both oases there was,

'bea:}des the primary break in 1914-17 and 1861~7, respectively, which eclesrad
up ell the old, #¥ a éupi:lementa.ry divisien which shewed the rnew in full. Tho
interim perfod Lstween Imperialism and

State and Rovolution fadtrwaidx¥aueriatisar saw the crea.tion of bOVIETS by tha
‘Russian massess -No one told them to build these. I-!: wag & gpontenegus forn of
acti?ity in which the masses of a whole pa.rticipated. Tte shaps was not -
creation from abave, not even of +the advanced workers, hut a maes sutburst, -
Tho hrtor:h:: period between the publicatis of the fipst edition of Ca ..tal,.jl.é}_&'?',_' :
and the French edition, 1873, witnessed tie creatim. of the Commmune, a o
spontaneous outburst that not even Narx forete.w and which yet gave anape to
the first proletariad state in hiatory.

This too, will be daalt with in tha bo.ok' acit-soems to gon=
tradict the "value" of thoory. Suffice Ht hsre to ‘state that it is not the
acti\‘ity "a3 guch® which atimulates "theorv“ 4 is thaz whan the proletariat
movesin revolution it raveamls forces and tendencies which accumulated in ths
previous periods In :l.fs clush with capital and the rasponsé-of capital=~that
‘s, the Couﬁtarrevoluticn;-it glves insight into advanced ntage of bourgeois .
socliety, giving the theoreiician a higf:er vaniage point from which to examine
fundamental premisves There is a dimlectical relatlonship betwoen ths

"advance in study" and the actual creation of the new society by the masae¢s

which sgseaped tho theoript of apontaneiiﬁy, Rosa Luxemburg.

- 174z




2/3/5:

Denr Grace,

Here is the first section. I have no plan. I'm just writing
ag it "comes out". When I will have finished there ought to ba enougn
for you to be able to write ydur chapterss Only aftor that con we initroduce
s~m sort ofplen, and submit for reading to othors than the three of us,
.Even then wewill be a long ways off from & final drafi to the membership us

a whole, btut it ought to be enough to get viows from selected posple both

in Detroit, on the West Comst mand in the vouth, Wehave a long, long wzy to go.

R
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T-~ORCANIZATION AND SPNTANETTY

Today when the pressure of bureaucratio organiszation from the govam:‘n
mentul appuratus to the trade winn buresucrzcy LSsere down upon the worker so
that he has no room for any froe novomsnt the brda.lc-do'm of an orzanization
may bo mot with shouts of gee. In 1914, howsver, when the Second m'tamatiom.{:—

_3he internationmal organization buili by Murxists for the insvitabla onllanme of
bourgeois society, itself folded up like & house of carda, .tha workingelaas wag
: stum:a_d. Bhils the ¥arxists who did not botray and get aver the villent shoek
of the ignomintous collv.pse ware in oe great diserder as ihe soclaty In whigh
they lived, and tr‘xihto 'bring peaco by fighting for the gtatun oug whieh -
produced the wars Lanin alone g;-::;z: :;e};.!:zevorsible breck~down of Ruro‘:sean
'noclety ard all ide ingtiiution, includinw the.t of the Sucond International,

Tenin wa.utod to £inish with the Second Intarnational ad a type of
organixation., But thonu Uerxiats who did not betray were not of ono mind with
h.'l.m. Lenin nomr wa.\rorod for & momeut oi-hhar in h:l.s total ermos tion..ta the

. !mporialiut wer or in tha éoa¢al oppe eition 46 the Socond In-noma'tion&‘t. But
he g-s.zpad ono other thing: o correct poli.oy alona was insuri‘iczent to mesd ‘
‘the totnlity of roorgm:l.mtion needed whon 21l was in piaces nbout hims not
on.’l.:skhe bourgzeods world hut all the eategoriea ha haqd ELLES. '

hilosophy, .
"’ The totality of the ckteis compallaq/i totul conceptions Ho 'tumed 'to Hegel'p

'.

§' ’ SGIE‘IuE OF LOCIC wh:lla working nut a now ana.lysis o“ Imporiniiom,

. /The violent shock he oxparienced when the Sooiel Demonratic Purty of Gormany,

with one millijon mewbers and two and one-half millisn in trade wnien wnder its
aontel, woted for war eredits for tho Kaiser's svorament revealad that the
\conﬁ rrdiotion was in himsolf,

~—
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Taoday imperialism, .’unpsriul!.ét country, inperinlist war ars on everyene's
1ips. Ruesis oalls the United States fmperialist, and thoe United States
throws the epithot back at Russils. Similarly at the turn of the ecantury,
" every country but your own was called imperialist.
To this tendying about the word, imperiali-m, against gne'sn cpponent,
the iiberai addedr ail big induatrialls$ nations arc imporieliet. He then
proceadad to produce Voluminous statintics to_prove what tho capitalists had
alrendy sehievedy ecartels, trusts, Byndicatés, or.isf.cd; the fin&nc:la.l oligarchy-
out of bounds in his homelnnd is a mara.udor all over the glove and pa.rtioularly
sa ovor 'backward lands, The conelusion? We ought to do somothing to atop
+the voraolous e.ppetitles of the oliparchy and sces thut the muswes live in less
Vmisery. The first comprehensive study of the new davolo}mant of impor:lulim
. was tho best~wImpe a.lism by Hohoon, which was publiuhed in 1°oa J‘cm
ﬂw weLr MM”\ o Aatghens, Welf - vaconif < /) ettt 1 "'Tc,r’ “":;C‘
By 1910 the Ha.rxista had addod thoir ook to the growi.n nnt of axpons!.
Rudols Hilfording's Finarce Capitel hy its vo“y ti’ale emphanued wha:iz thoy
considered to be tho primary fen'&m-e of the prosent stage of ca.pi‘l:a.:lat dovolop-
mant. H:llfcrding demonstra:tad hnw graa.t 'l:ho cnpi"a].‘l.st combims wsre, and hnw _
suall the fina.no:lal ol&ga.ruhy. 'I.‘hera wa.a an a:lr about the- ‘boox., dsspi.to n.11 tha
telk’ about "dletatorship of the proletariat" as 5.f menopolistie coutrol
,L'{g_____ s the aua.rchy of the morkete Tha eir of ctebility, it is truey 13 wra.ppqd
in talk about ths "inavits.bility of mocislimn" but inevitablity was there )
bacause the maes orgsahn.ti.ons were tha‘y "o toke over"s Uhsrs there wes
ca.p!.tnlist Qisorder, thero would bo socialist orders v:lnlenca may be megessary
in the process of “taking over", but thers was cortainly no‘[;hing there sbout the

need %o sgash up this ubiquitous machine to bits and mﬁﬁg}}_&x_

“$rom bolow and by thamaslus,

the relations of men at the poini of producilon,
The wdorlying ssvummilon naame.d to be that n.w. labor organk erwm,
would replaoe the finnﬁc!.n.l oligarchy and do mfornutionully v:nmt 't.ho
bourgeoiels had done nationanllyl bring in order and abolish euaxohy of the

market, the internatiool ocﬁpotition. '['he it ernutional M of ine

a5
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proletariat was sounterposed to international uog;getit!gix. Periods Paragraph.
End of thought. On to mors statistics.

Itis n vulgar materialist analysis. The workers never come out
as alive subjects with anything to say. But no one, not aven Lonﬁ detugtod
that. In fasi when the war had slr the Sgcond International
“destined" to take over had capltulated complotely and fully und were divided
only as the capitalists were dividod, goographicanlly, Eerin haed finished an
Eseay on uarg and in the Bibdlography .t;g:: Hiferding's ook us r work
thail brimg 5 the endlyeis of iarx's Gagita.l up o date, And as late az Decembar
1915 he introducod favorably Bukharin's World Econonmy and Tmporisliem which is
dinstinguished from Hilferding'e a.i'xa.lysia only ‘by the faet that it is published
later a.n;l can name the botrayers. The attack is on Kauteky(s theory of ultra~
lmporialies, which holds that politics of imperialism 1s bad .bu.'t the sconomies
mdght develop along the lines of u...tra-imperialim that iz the grgmisn-tigg

| of tha “hole worid, But the atkack is eaonomist.

Now Lenin more than a descade back had attooked the sconomists in

hiz eountry and showed that a reorganization of national capital, far from
Solving any orimis of eepitclism sz, would dospen it. 4And he Nad fought the
A mdoroonlumptionim ‘of Loxemburg, damonstratihg if you movs one inch away
from the relations at the peint of production, ycu are bouné net 'b ses the '
| living rorker and L1 ha'ra maroly Imbjectively es & rovolutionist drag hin
by his |F.:lr and say well,"long tefore” ihe finul inevitabls exhaustion d.'
caplialism, the proletariet will, eic. atc. But here he 'wn'u using‘i;raaiaaly
those words “lorg before” thers will be a oingle world truat *eupitulism
will turn into its opposite", by which he meant socialism,

It was clear now that he had-bean a Russisn Uarxist eoms ernad with
& bourgsols revolullons He nad failed i~ anaiyrze oapitalimm in en advanced
couniry and yst such a land was the centre of the B:e_ond Internntional and
that is presisely where it was shattered to bits,

Buddenly something hit him, hit him hud.&-he nenrad the compaq"nian

. 1746




of his Notes on Dialectit he pounded a.mﬁr at apherism after aphorisme
“Uarx dldn't leave us & Loglc. Dut he left us the log:l.g of Capital.”

*Itis dmposaible to understund Capital, eepsscially iis Iivat chapter
without wderstanding the whole of the Logic.Ocnesquently no Uarxist for the

sast half centuey hos wndarstond Capital.™
Hegnlianisn

"J&Hﬂ dietarelinal W AR W
"yovemant and self-movemsnt. That is the core of Mumxtsax Thot ia
what we must grasp, purify ke Marx did."

"iavement and gslf-movment., BB indopendent opontansous,
nesasnary movement. Who would have toliovad this ipo the core of Hagslianiomi"

reaere

"Drive, impulse, sulfemovement spontansous acilviiye That 1F
what we rmust hold it, This drive it mado IEAPS IEAFS 1EAPS LEAPS"

Lenin keops owphasizing and repsating the dianleotic truth thut has
dammoed upen him "unity of oppositbe’, "ranaformation into epposite,"evere
deepor connegtions” "ever graator contbudictions®, "solf-development,”, “the'

1]

trensition. TRANSITICH TRANGTTION TRANSTTIQN." fAbstrme} and conéreief

Bbatract is a weupor: in the hands of the :_-uli.né olasys OGonorete, concrate,

conrete. The truth is comorote. The ddalectic is in the coneretes

Thereis & "rolstive in every sbsoluts, aud an ebsolute in every relative.”

The um:;.;'r' of oppositos and devolopment, central to Hagol's objeotive
L0K mow glvos direction to Lanin's etuty of Tmpsrialim and with the ewisis
conorate and aver-dooper connnectione he.is offe Later we will moet agsin
th§ ﬁpﬁi-e, the driove,.‘ the :ipon't;a.naoua activity for the man of organixation

knovs what moves the worlds

'y

Trangfermation inte osit

a)ﬂm' stition 'a.nd Monopoly
The empiric conerets, imperislim, is the expression of somothlrg, tha
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stage of oapitalist development, But the concentrution and gensraiimiion of 17

eaplial has o new quality. Tko syndicatoes, oartels, truste aren't Just a _
"form® of labge=scale produstion. It is a new abaslute, & new sategory 0&:110!;-
MONOPOLY., Impsrializm is MeNOPOLY. Oartles, ayndicates, trusts are MUOPOLYe: k¢
Thatis itp aotuslity, essoncs and appesrunce boths Formerly large-woule s
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production expressed itself in COMPETITION, How competition had beon
transformed into its site, Yonopoly,

But monapoly hea not transe

aind plague gaoh othor, and ommot axist without euch othere The greater the

monopolies the more cut-throat the compe ition, tho fewor the mon-polies, the
more intenne the compeitition, and yet competition hae beun tranoformed into
its oppositn, monopsly. And the donination of nonopoly menns STAGHATION.

DECAYs Uonopely copiialiom ism mori@d. it 4s n TRARSITION into momothing ‘
higher, but right now it hasitesl? in a atrunglohold m that oompat!.t!.én has

burst forth as a war for the ‘rod.i.vinion of the world,

) blharhliut Eoonomism and Self-Detormination ¢f Nations

Liow thie transformation into opp_oa:l.te applies not only to econcmics

" put o politicﬁ. Freg comﬁatitj.on has moant parlismentary demacsccye
Now manapoly ie so uoi*rzpting thet thexaximxmexx differonce between moparchical

and repubuean rulo 1o of vary little dif:l:‘crenco. .m f&.ct. both kinds .'m
thair 1mporialist opprouion of roreign landn lsave abseiutsly no dmcmy
to the . oppreaaod lands, ‘

Tadev when bourgoin domacracy is totally bantrupt that .'nn,r goMm J:I.ko
no. dinoovury. But in 1914-, "the war ts oné wars", #%hg wa.x for dmcraoy“,
that was news not pnly to "the public" tut even te his own sollsagunu,

*ho Zron the imperialist state *the piratieal state” ay thoy called it;
wished immsdiately to grant it all ‘and net put up a fight. lenin, on the
othor hand, this moans the prolgtariat alore is demccratle d_hence At
mugt fight for tha gelf-dgtgm:_lgatiog of the nn.tiqnu opprassad by 1ts
rulsrs. Heretofore self-determination wag a péinc:lplo with Marxisto,

bﬁt it wus i:ardly»uaad in Weotern Furops. Now paid Lenin 1t qoquired

an URGENCY, first bscause the oppressed nstim should be 'rrae, secondly
because it gives tho prolstarist o new ully, THE I?HOLE POPULATICH OF THE
OFFRES3ED NATION, from thoe Irich to the Pylinh to tho Negro in amerl.sn.*'

Who all in their conorete fight for demogtracy act also an backlli for the - ff;':"‘ g

B He Wiy mﬂv s % L ,’?,..;1(,..1.\.. Lo Tk e s Y ey n.fr’:f'refb ""; a"v:“ K 4
Statt P s ik sen €5 Pt Palree qo Serana g ekl D0 L
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soolalit ravolutiam whih is nothlny if not demoeratic. HMorsover, prooisely
bacause the world is divided up smong tho Big Power and they are fighking
new for a pewdivision, self=determination is not unfeaslbley you gun inke
advantags of their divisions. So he fought the imporielist oconcmism of
'Buknarin andef Hosa Luxenburg whem he told thut of nourse demsorsey is not
“an absolute” tut it can now have 2 new cont ent, now thé.t thers ia thia‘
shorp divieion botwsen bourgecis dewseraey vhich 1o monopolized and desd,
and proletarian democracys Tt will meen THE DIMOCRATIC MOBILIZATICN OF THE

MASGES FOR REVOLUTICH. All revolutions, even bourgeole havs uced "demoeracy"

as method for mobiliration, but with the preleteriat it will ba MRETHOD, ATH,

' AND END.
ﬁ}gass'gd apistanvagy of inbap

But we must watoh-cut for tim aristooracy of labor in the opprenai;_
cuﬁxtry. Trunafomtiog into opposfto a;jap_lies ﬁut'oﬁly ‘h;.: aocﬁ@ua a.nd
not oﬁly to w.liti;s', tut. to'emj ulngle.phenomon. 'l'hat is tho graat
dlaloctical principle, everything has its apposite. Take labor, There 4o
o spidt in "!ia.t a.. ST ye Inbar i % omo ob '“:-ac't ‘AT, oF oRo arg?.ni.ad mass
4 wipstum of labor gas besn tranefomed :.nto its oppouita, the ar:l.s‘rocraoy
of ladore The nuporproritu of pmperinliem haa uushioned that a.ri.atacmo; of
labore T!ﬂ.s in s word is the deep sconomig root of the fall of the Sqcond
.s..-‘—".."ﬁ tar-w:tf-.am. That is what they .aprasar... i Listesrany of Iskore
That i3 that lsaderahip and thet organization, bourgeniaz to tho cora.

" Monopoly, the new universal of capiteliem, hae brought with i the
Eomnd International devﬁad to cnpitalim. Its opportunim was mt dus to
-gradualness, but to the devalommt of capitalimm iteelf, 1889%-1914. There
was osratification mixiads whithin labor 1tmelf, thus while we hawe s pgw
oatagory, Menepoly, we have w split in anothar sategory of J.abox:. ‘Everything
hao its opposits snd what is the absoluts opposite of Monepoly-=¥all, it
im't scelinlixation of labor, Menopoly ie a TRANSITION when the fundmgsntal
featuras of cupitalism have reuched their highest point and besan transfornmed
into their oppoaita. 3But Lenin siops here in hie IMPERIALISH und the Notebooks
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on Imporialism which aro more than 5 times the mize of ths work iLuelf, 5673 pugen.

Ha Ianvas the auasticn span. I3 2a

Now lat’s catsh our breath with Lanin, and ses how far ie hiad broken

with his pust,

PRE=1915 Lenin seos nothing new in imperialismj it is & catohword.
Syndicates, trusts, anrtels are o form of large-seale pnroducti n,

POST=2915 lenin has found a new catogory, LICHOFOLY. Imperislism
is monopoly. Syndicats, trusts, cartels ere monopolys

: PRE==1%15 sees socialisation of labor as an und, on aimj he 4s
ifghting against soml=-feudal Russion and sesa it mg progracsive mspect of
capltalism,. \ - )

POST=1315 sees socialisation of labor as a THANSBITION to gomothing
higher he doea not definey tut he links monopoly end soctalis ation 88 OnGe

) : PRE=1315 peee opportimiem of Secomd Intornntional as due to
reaseful deyolc]nmt of eapitaliem. :

PO5(=1915 soss opporttmia:;: ose siage of davelopmant in ospitalimm
itself and the superprifits of imperialism which ersatodan aristoorasy of lnbor
and an Internsticnal to represent it,’ ’ : :

FRE~1915 cesw proleturiat as oue Fbstract mass.
) FOST@1915 meen category broken into mase, and aristooracy of
labor, and furthsr divided between labor of oppressed u.nl:_i oppresgor nation.

FRE=194i5 sges Self-Determination as a principle of socialiem,
espeoially naeded in Tearist Russia, to let Poland, Finlend, Ukraine free.
, .. POST=1235 says SELFMDRTERMINATION af uadigns has acquirsd a
NEV URGENCY and applies to Jurope, (What Eaat”.!mfopeag" taday wouldn't
die to zse his cowntry fresly self-detormine ite fato from the Stalinist ‘
totalitarian stranglehold, and what "Commmist Pariy" dares grant that prineiple)

‘ FRE=1918 Lenin sess thros consituint slemsnts of Nerwiem,

: POST=1815 Lenin says dinlectics is the theory of knowlsdge, the
uwmity of epposites heing not a sum of eximples, but anrecognition, discovery of
contradictory. putusliwsxslusiva oprosites  in all phenoms, ' '

The ocoatradiction in Lenin,im the contrudiction beiwesn tha

prasticing revolutionf ialectical to the core, and thinking Kautskyan
is tho contradietion in Russion soolety between the singlil;ar‘devnlopumt
from foudal monarghy to bourgeoismonarchy through rroletarian methods of
otruggles The physical and polilticul broak with the Second International wus

imediates The breuk in philosophic methed $ook two venrs of hard work,

and oonoreto, wery cvnerste study and observancs of avery phenemenon @9}‘
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The point to romember isthat basioc changes in politics and revoiution

have taken place at the snme time as the basic changee have taken plaes in

gocietys The great leaps in 'i:he.:u-:;r reguire g revolution in the thinking of the

thooretieian preclsely because, even though Marxist, he is not at the point

of prdduction snd ia thus divorced frem the reall claseatrupggle. Thus the
processes of his mind loses eight of the revelutionary intervention of the masg-

so3 as the only means to resolve the concrete new stage of crisis. Once that

is done nothing will save him from approximating the bourgeois solution., That

: ’ rise o the First International,
is why the development of Lenin and of Warx is as :meort%u_a_s the/collapae

+the Russt an Revolution or W

of the Second International,sul/the world-shaking events—thut face us today.
j Criges usedtn concern only revolutionmies-~and counter-revelutionaries,
Today everyone talks ebout erisis in world history. Tha.‘t% is our agé which is )
torn between the intelladtualts blue print and the wildc’att&ing workers, .

United Nations. and atomic warfare. OQur age hae much to illuminate the two -

divides in the development of Marxiem, and much to learn. from them.
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Dear Grace:

It'a bepinning o sssume zomo gort of shaps in my hende

When I get back to Marx I beliave I will have aloo molvad the
problom of Lassalle. Remember how we tried to pln him down as wtate-
capitalist and make him the real enemy but souldntt bssause although he
was thut he was nover a theorotieiani Weli, I got it mow, by wrkin
through the party. That littls party of ours 1g really semething. It is
11lumdnating sverything for me.

R




IT*LENIL, THE RUSSIAN MARXIST

Golng despor lowsr into the masses is the enzence of liarxiet movement
of liberstion, But #mtil the first world wur broke out, the Sscond Intsrna-

tional fosl, the study of Hegel and reotudy of Nerx hnd 41luminantay 4h

vnelysis of tho advanced stage of cepit. lim*)'.ﬁﬂp\ln had not singled this

out =8 Lthe essonce, R
But wusnot Lenin a revolutionist and svery word ond actisn of his
conturod around the Russian prolstarist? Yea, the Russimn! ZLowor and deaper
backward
into the mosess in/Ruseig couldn't huve meant going to the unss:l.lled an &8
pseparsie stratz, It mesnt tha pmlota.rin-t as a whole plun tha lnwaut strata
of ihe pgana.ntrv. 4nd that is whet Lenin edwed at with H..; slo._-,an "democro.‘tiu
' dictatorship of +he prolata.riat and peusentry,”
So ba.n.:ward, 8o sand.-t‘auda.l was Russia that he had firxt to right
“the Popuustu to huvo tho proletarint recognized. as the ravolutionnry forca.
In Russis Marxiem was so popular emong the ndvnnond workers ad the intnlli-
theorstiolan
guwtsia thet overy m/donned Warxist clothings, a:ad 80 did fhe, Populia'aa
altheush tbsy cln:lmod the poapantry ta bo tho rev olut:lonary foreo, and one
thet ooculd bring Ruaaia dircotly from aemi-feuduliam +o eumm:lm '&hraugh the
- mAr, eomunal villagaes They would thus oBgupe the miseries of the whole
. espitaliat opoch. ‘Rusaia in auy oase, they argued, came too la.to on the- aom:o
to share in tho world market which wus controlled by the blg indusirial
povwors sothat whatevor indnstry Russia doso hévn, it 43 impossidble for it to
“realize”. the profits t orefrom mince it had no markot in which %o seil it
Boods end the workers ware too poor "to buy it back™, The} fantened on
Volume II of Gapital "to prove" their point,
Now nowhare in the vglminouu debates argund Voiuno 11, +he.mosd
diaputed volume among Marxiste, does thers exist anything more poriound
and brillient then Lenin's smswor to thess intellactunls, Ths dialsctiolan
shows himself in the fact thnt he doss not limit himaslf %o marahaliing ihs

facks to demoastrat thut Russiam ian't okipping over oupitalimus lenin gooe




Insert p.l4 before last per.

At the name time Lenin never moved away from the convrotes The Fopulists ,

insofar as it roflected tho interests of thp peasauiry in their suruggls against
ithe nobility and tha survivals of serfdom, were revolutionary democa.f and the
Harxist pralaterisn movemant stsauously support the psasont novement up

to the extent of oonfiscating the landlords’ estataa; While showing the Popﬁl-

ists what nonsence their talk of "people's production" (thot's what they called
ha demonstrated that
the mir, the W llage commne) WB.B,‘TI »ewecepitoliem , far frem being "akipps av,

wan growing on the comtryside and splitiing up the population into on ths

one hand kulaks or capitalist i‘mors and, on the gther hand, the rural poopr
end the rurial proleturist, Gonaeucjently, pzid he, 1f you are to remain true to
your democratic ddeology, otop playing a.round wlth the l.i.bera.le the Duma
or you will ond up betraying the pessantry b the copitdlist farmers. :
Lenin aouldbe so realiatic in his approach the Popul:l.lts (uta'r
Soolal Ra'ﬂ'olutxonaries) precisaly b&nuuse from the vorg sts.rt of hi.s utudy'
of the agru.r.lan question his #olution for t}-e agrarion problem wes to lis :I.n
Ahe ogeution of B asant commitiwsm.  And he oould be s Boli bszuuzs, heving
. Uyed tg,-‘érgimu in Ggound Rent in {rolma IIr ni.‘"capi'bn.l, ‘he now the bradke
up of a.m-ioultural relatizne aap:l.tal:l.am was introducing, the gtrauiﬁuatiog 7
“ef the pnunnt population, and t‘-nerofora looked fcr the goncrate strata
who.were rmoot oppooed both to the nobility end the kulsk aid who weuld
therofere have to f:lsh'i; the landleorde and the nta.t; to get their lgnd, Ihothar
it went by the popular Anariean slozun of "forty-a.cres a.nd z muls" or by the
slogan of “black redistribution” as it dig :I.npl;qggia.-

The main tasks for the mﬁﬁ'ﬁ‘vﬂution he sat down conalrotoly
as(1) scnvocation of Nationel Qonstituent Jhuqnbly,' (2) aming'of the paople, |
{s)pontioul freodom (4)ocmplete freedom and oquais.ty of all oppressednatieal- |
1ties, (5) 8 hour day and (6) formation of peasant oomitten. This typs o:'
armoduprising and establiakment of a dsmoeratic ropubnc/cnlled Ydemooratis

dictatorship of the proleturiat ond peasaniry,"
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into tho iheory of Huﬁcadi;:ien the logle of emnitulist develoyasnty
{1) the wndereongumptionien of workers under capitalimm, sn undeniable fact,
dosn 1ot affoct in any epsentinl mermer caplitaliot gmduultion booiuso Lto low
cf davolspment 1o u) menns of cre~ter and greator masses of maohinery (mesns
of production) end lessor ond lesser mesne of conpumption: Murx®s division of
the whole of social production into jJust these txo sroa.t deparimente of
produgtion out through the whole riggmerole of mdéroonawnptiqntsm and proved -
thut production oreates its own _M_., Hzd therl Populiots so mmeh as posed the

Gugstion corrsotly, esked theomsolvos how surplus value is reulized umime

they wuld have sosn that answer ira:.-r.at".ie.toly ap boll faet and remson of exig-

tence of capi;baliam.

(2} World murket is entirsly extranacus to the fact, is & mauns of avnding‘ .the
\ & systen of )

real quon'tion. th&t crisen arioe from the relut* org of men i.n[nroduotiog
" #harg they aps nothiag but Sops ;g a ‘hecl. Thorefore, ahou.td. there even n

wdistribution of the paiion=l capital noth!.ng would ba go vad 8o’ lcng as
.vorkararaminod *u.ge vluvcs.. ) ‘
Think of 4%. Ienin, in ‘sirict thoory as for back
" as the tu.rn of the oo}itur;,r,” iv prodicting thrﬁ. ouch & phanouanon as Fdaoim ¢
wiléh hod the mcle gontrol of the national a:mi-bal and radin‘hribt:ted i.t

. " manner in waleh .
g g% Laswadt, t..:.. ie asgarding 4o tho/objestive lew of capitalism oompelled

it to solved not a single problem hu-l; only endad in total onllapool -

“But brilliant astho polesuics ware and routad es the Popnli.ats
waray as a.ay tondmoy danrving to wenr the mantle of llu.rx tho tondenoy as

Onae thowg Laf boem o NEFE-tliim oty edtsam o dhiqe fbwc.u-«
S_im couldnot be annihilateds’ Forth‘ﬁ tner’%apr oo nor’ tempa-’"
ramont o.f man Wt an oxpresslon ¢f an Lmspulns . Sotten from doep objzative
forcess Clangos or meotionm of olanees will inevitably oxpress that movement
ard when routed out ons door, will reappear in onothor is a different draes,
but stlll expressing an objmctive faet, Sush and such a developmsai of
eoonomy, in this eape the bogiunings of cardta)imm &n Ruesia, will have but
ene true sbaclute opposite, opponent, the whe who ia the subordinste element

in the relatimehip, in thio ozmo labop.

-
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But the petiy bourgeoisie, eeposially when spltelion 1o not Tully devel opad,
thrives on spem lation, 5o you ¢m underptand Lenin's grout ladors to proys
the progressive features of capitwliem. The Development of Capilalise in
Rusoia has this ug a task end for that reason bocialization of labor da n
sort of hers as oppozed to the 2‘ ersonal dependonce of bonded poacantn, and,
of .course, the devolorment of the pradustiva
counterposod to consorvatim in productien and raresitims 1n Gonsweptian dn
Teariat society. In 1915 as we saw ne broke completaly with this concapiian
of socialisation of labor asan end and it bacame what it is in ndvanged
capitnliel gsociety the TRANSITIG,

The genius of Lenin is that he is always concreto in hiz ultimate
aima, his univeranles, as well as the immodiate onega Praciae.‘ly bucmuse he
" wae so concroto and posoed so f'undamsntall,r the atruggles of the da_r nt 1the
turn of the century he was ana.blad to recrgenize himazel? in 19;.5-1917. ‘

1.“Damocratic dicta.tcrahip of the prolnta.ria‘t I
and_peasantry" o

Tho outland&ah—ummding 8logan, "domooratic uictatoranin of the

- prolatar:lat and peuantry" £XR conaomed itself wi.th tha livi.np; forcos tha.t
'wauld earry tl;rough the bowgeols revolution angd replace ‘Tsarim, Befors
wogo qondeming; ‘these seemingly docprinnarie dlscussions, lot 'qa‘ ruﬁﬁnbex‘ _
tﬁat.eaiuniiully We #till hava an unmolvad egriculturel problem in tho South,
Parm ‘Ite'na.nuy 10 a soourrs to thie day and has not allowed for tha:.fu;i tech~
noiﬁgcal. not to say, humun revolution nosded theres The,powsr thot thin seew
'Flon of the country wields in Congress is aut of all proportion to its astual
numbsr and strength .only no one dares fundamentzlly chullenge ;tha Rankins and
Epatlandsby appiling to the great masass. of rorulation that te this dute ars
daprived of the vota snd live in sub=human oonditionm. Rase relaticae therse
ure & shame end diegrace to this most advemoed capitalist cowntry and not

merely bosmiroh its name the world over but are tinderbox which will axplade

eny moment i directions hard to predist, And egnantinlly thio problem has
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ite rocts in the failure of the Civil War to some to & full bourgoois pon~
clusiax and reorganize fetdlly peasant relations nearly a contury back,

in the United States

Hot by ascident the most profound study of farm tonancy/in 1915 wee mads
by that Russien Lemin to iilwminate the problems he was facing in Ruesnia,
It smn f1luminate our problems to this day, - In studylng ehat Lenin thought
and why pre-1915 =and why and what he conged then we study not an individusl
'but two great sooianl, world problemes the bourgeols revelution which atill
faces the colonienl tountriee mﬂ the zocialist pfaletarian ctie whose
incompletion has bBraught the world to tha ZREx precipice w¥here dacleion caa

no longer be psatponsd,

Gome Harxists in faaing' the problam of the overthrow of Taarium

ecould bo a.bltra.ct. teke the eusy road out and aay "Bocia.lism" for 1t ia o

_ fact ‘that ult:lmatoly only uouialiam om solve all probal\ns. But Ionin, ‘bs-
cauds he took the overthrow of -Tearism seriously asa coneratn problm, _Iaq-_g
to bo- concrete in rark:l.np out a fighting preogrome. He bagan with the fa,ctan
(I)Tnaria Rusela was & se mi-feudal countrv. {2)only the ..J-.rgast contery h..vc |

big Pactorias and a conesntrated prolatariat. {3)The ovarhtidmixtg
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SO oy bRl IR population wus peagant and they too had a pa.rty-‘-tha Bonial
Pevolutionary Party. = ”rociuly begause Rusela wes an u.tuouraev gnd restricted
also the movement of the sapitaliste, these nlso yoarned for itasoverthrows
The had a party of their own~~the Cndetp--and a progras--perliamsntary
dmocra.o‘y and fres coupstition, like in Western Europo.\-?‘ill, from Social

Dome rat o Cadst, ware funetioning in the Russisn cerieaturs of a parliament

sallod the Dumae (It had only edvisory fiutione and the Tsar could di=mise

it at will,)

The question of the road to tho rovolution therefore posed it=
aélf concrete w:;.th whaﬁ,' with the 'paa.aantr:f, or with the libaraln. 'fho
Rumaian Merxists had already theeraticslly won over the Populists and the
Eoonomists. but hers thay were glving diffarent answerse The ¥enshovika,
thouﬂ Mar:iats. dld not f]inch from anwwerings with tha nborala. Tt is
a- bourgouh rawlution and Mm the 'bourgeoia must la.d it. The wrl:orl.
MO VEry hnﬂ much to J.aa.rn from 'bourgooin parl:!.amantarima

| Lanin replied tho proletariat 1s indeed being "taught® by tho
bourgooisi.o-in k7] @_m It heo all the "oduoati.cn“ it needa for this
capi.ta.liat mechenien arganizes, un:lteu and disciplinos the pral,atariat and ‘
glvas the impulse to revolt, Once thay revclt, they vn.ll have nothing to
learn from ]nﬂmois demoosaly} 1t ie the revelt w‘hj.oh will roorganin mloe
tions in parlimn-b ap well as in tho factorys
The prolo‘tarie:t 1s mll asyat and will need ulli.ast Thay
havo that in the peasantry, the lowoat and daepest layers. ’I‘his in the only
way, At thie stags of world development the bourgeois is incapable of
lendirg its omn revolution? Who will iead it, theoe Gadets? Whet boshi
Xyax Frecisely huause the rovolution is bourgacis the preletarint must
have the hamnny er 1ke rovolution vd.ll becomz the counter-revoluticn,
n‘ﬁr‘. without thut ne overturn in agriculiural relations, méd xo noiuation to
the fundemental problems faeing use ! |
Today when Indim, although it has finglly fought looco.
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the aantur:l.os-old; strunglshold of British imperialiom, and gotten itsolf
g parliagent with s great 1iborel leader like Nshru who talke big noi
ontly % tke Indian nationa but 4o ‘the whole world, is still facod. with the
ages=ald problem of famins rooinicesnt of the Middls 4zss, w5 eau.bat’car
understand Lenin's stubbsrnsass on the question of's with the liburels or
with the peasantry. But at the turn of the century this sounded quite
fantestic to say that only the prdlotarht cxn lead the bourgeols revolution
‘ ~=gxoept to Trolsky who mds ghort work of both the lenshovik and the Loninist
Yheory with his thoory of the paymensnt ravolutions
Briefly, it won this, the prolstariat, though small, zust have
notonly +he hngomany of the 'bourgioin ra'rolu‘ion bat can proonad direstly teo
the sac:l.nl:!.st revolutim while the peua.ntry with its u.tea.ohmnt tn privete .
propu'ty is, f:l.rat, a %ras.cherouu a.uy. and, sesondly, not uuneanu ated i._n
any great canters but gengraphioully -pread all over ‘the map,.: It':l.n a chaoti:d' -

mstfs -

Lon:l.n '!'onld not ﬁl&gu He s8id you oan aasy what you wilh abeut

the bagkwsrdnese of the pesentey snd his sbfachs nt to private party snd his
dmrganmion. The pofwt 15 the strakification utm' 1%, and the most
rovolut:l.ona.ry ucti.on hap oz'guui.sed. You ua.n't $alk tha Sneial Il,volut.{mary
Party out of ax:l.stenu; ve will have to shnro powor vith 't.ham and Shit rilJ.
ba the demos ratic dicintorlhip of the prolater_ia.t and peasantry. ' in the
msantime, plonse, anowesr me this question: why conecretely ars you mo often -
‘with the Uenshoviks who are with the liberals? |
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2.The pm!
Bo sonoretely also was posed the question of tha party.

Lenin is known in histery Bor the theory of the pariy, He hac bsen
#landared by averybady, from Marxists to reactionuries, for having craa;ted
a wonster as 1If Stalin's counter-revolutionary monstrosity, his elite, tota~
litarian party imdunything in common with Lonin's Bolehevik Party. Let us
follow Lenin‘os exawple and be concrote and ses what was the party, 1902-1914
when he was confromed with the total oollapse of the world Harxict party, the
Second International. |

411 the tendencies within Marxism hed hailed Lenin's iriumph ovar
the Fopulists. Then sams tho debate with 'l;ﬁﬂadnomistu who wimply skippsd
over all the p-ent dobate tho Marxists ror'e'h'a.ving as "pcnm's", eisiaing that.
gince the workers! troublaa wers aconomic "therei‘ore" ihey ahouldnot coneern
-themalvas with mutgcal gmioa, but 11m1t thomaolves -to buullding :gdo unions
and f:l.ghting therea Lenin hit hard at then and 'l:he Menshevika and Trotaky ap-
plauded 'I-.hat, :lndud, tha pruletnriat naoded 8, political barty ur ita olm.. 4
But tho uinuto th quution moved frum the 5___5@ ono of pu.l.:ltica VB, ncam-mics
o the 291‘_".!'.93.! onens who lha.n be coneidered a Party 'sember, they sylit ail
wn78, E& s %00 now why 1n 1915 Lenin olutched so ha.rd hyth at h&n
Engei¢ who had wﬂt&ﬁ}t%wal_. abstraoct. gnl:l.tical quoat:l.or-s are sut in the foro _f
;rotmd and thuu obeaurs 1moddie.to consrot- questions which will autonmatically k

coms up on the order of ‘ths day at the very first lxaxk outbreak of s svents

in the firss politlcel orisim.” Lanin's whole diaco_wr;r in tha‘&q.,q rsvolves

around Hegsl's analysis of the contradiction belween tha abstract » the genorale

~ dszntion, though necuEsary, end the concrete; How that 'orku out s‘?:uao by stage

is the prehln,w bsiract r“olut!.oniﬁm\and the gonorete /and tt is tho
ool rote Lenin we are study:lng.h.
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They split all ways beosusp all problems were now conesnirated Miatn
their porty. None of them had disagreed what kind ofpertys all had said a
Karxist, a political party. Nons of them had disagrood on whethsr it should
"in general" be a contralizedparty--thers wes the Qermen Social Damocratie
Party, their model, and they were building one in the l.mdargrom;d agaims t the
grestest autocraocy in the world, Nohe of thom dissgrasd on the Eeneral program

a0

for the party, snd 4hs saly show of disamreement cn “centralism wao when the

Ianin had gotian
ceniralism turned out to be the majority/(that's what Bolahevik me ans) egainet
the pinority (that's what Henshevik uogns). Lf’ fha split came sn the pimple
problem: what sonstituies party membsrship,

Lanin dafined party memborahip agons who accepts tho pr:!noiplas spd
belongn to a branch, comes ts its mestinga, thit is, 1s diseiplined by the
Prolsterien membership. The others said the aacapta.nce of party priuoiplea is
suffisient, go thut e.ny !ntelloctual who can wri 9 or talk glibly i.s otte and '

good not mort sny_looal, * You mes who was the domoorat--he whom . they ell

Yy e
callsd an autecraty And he was a domocrat preoiaely from the firnt he mted

to put the Euhtarim stapp on the party, net "in genoml" ' but comroto, in
averyday life, the Marxiet htellectual 'ho doen not have +he discip].ina of
-the factory, must at least have this d.tsciplino. |

| . Op how thoy dacried Lonin'u daring to bring in the questinn of
the fantory. You sees, what ha in -trying 4o turn our party inte --a !‘a.otory.,
Lenin ropliod slmplys the 'orkar ia ‘subjected to the alavery of the faotory
but there he also gets the §i30ipline, We get noither the one ner the others
is it I'rong % fammx gses thet owr Uarxist purty acts ae the d:lsuipunarinn
over us petty-bourgeois, anarchistic Art ellectusls, '

So thal wan the issums over which so many volumes are written,
all wrong, oxcept for vhat Lemin had to say. And sven Lanin didrot kpow he
wes doing anything contrary to the general lins,of tho German Soolsl Dameo Taoy
He thought he was adepting to Russien conditions, and he argued also the tho
Dany eplits wore due to those spacial oonditions. They wors faning a bourgeots
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revolution and thit 1s why it was all the more necessnry to maintain the
proletarien hegemony, or it would snd in a sounier=revolution. The Cerman
Social Damonfa.ny waa facing a proletarizn rovelution and wero a 2ollid wejority
ageinst the opportunist Bernotein. T4 wes only in 1915 that ho will see tha.:t
the German Social Demooracy, Menshevigm in Russin, siuply gave the bourgeois
answer whon it wns otill only a theoraticnl question whiie the Oorman variety
will give it much h ter in 1ife, in betrayal,

_ But Lenin the wnerete kept hammering awey at Ruseia aﬁd the
special problems faecing him end keoplng tha gosinlist nim as the ovérriding

com epte
ir 1017
Now there are many who came over to the Bolshovik sido,/liku
Troteky thor great leader of tle Red Army, who, when they 1or;kud back upon the .
‘duputo in 1902. paids Yea, the Bolahoviks wore right, and I wronge But -
_i.t 't the little question of vho is a momber, but the yenl big poliucal
" quastions whioh lanter proved to de the revoluti.onary ve. the cotmter-revolxrk:!.on-
ary anmmr. ¥he could heve knowa that :l.u 190272 '
. But the tnﬂh truth m :l.t wamn't the grenmt politioal pmblm.
it wan just thig conarote qussi.ion. 'I'hu:b's what npplit ther, uot tha othore
iir'hon the other aplit tham. thoy wers nlready on- opposj.'tu eidoa of the barriomden,
¥hen 'ths\nr broke out and the Intermationul coliapsed, that's
when Lenin turned back to the question of the partys Never again with the
Beaond, that fype. His purty had betn mmall, and the GCerman vas & ganuine
‘messparty he had anvi;ed. But his was orgun:{:ed for the gsnqueat of pwosrs
Then ke awkedhimuelf o quertion, when he connidered the asonomle rooﬁ ér the

fall of tha Seaond, ic it pomsible ai all to organize mass pa.i*tiu indar

capitalims for the vonquest of powsh?
.Just as MONGPOLY was the trannitien, and seolalizstion of

labor was the fransition to somsthing higher, se new the question of the
partys He will not glve & full answor wmtil the Soviets appoar, but he is
now fully prepared by his mode of thought to mest tha moon-towbrewk out
Rucsisn Rsvolution, . 176 2
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IIT #*LENIN A7 THE POINT OF TRANSITION

‘the
Today whau/ane-party state im a reality which overwhslms sveryone knd

has the mon on thke ctrest quostioning whether 1t 15 the ineviteble handmaiden
of socializm the ex-radical is demanding from the copitnlist rulers that they
givo him the aenter of tha atape "to prove it 1z 56", Since the workere no
lenger believe whet the rulers say, the rulers gladly let the turnoeat spout
ferth abstrastions from that weird mass of confusien called the intellsotual's
nind, TheStaliniet party is the Leriiniét_ puty, fullwgrown, he pontificates,
Proof? -Lenin said that the ppuletariut_by his own efforts could reach only
trade union oonsciousn;sa. "Therefore" Lenia’s concapticn of the purty wme thot
of an cli'te organization,

. Taar.tst
) _ Thare is no doubt that Lemin, in _[Ruasia., In 1902, wes preocu.ipiad !i'th
the faoct that the/S::;::ﬁriat ‘had no ma.aaorgm:izations of its om as had the
German, And he did write ﬂmt 1t was the task of the Harxisi to brins aoc:l.aliut

_conscj.oua to the proutariat "from the ouiside" au tha proleSariat would not

'othem“ gain 1't. But that :I. groaiaalx wharein tho Kautnkm_.q emoora"'g %gl

e TN

t“‘- 7"""—'.13.""’ ) u#&!. .
Where they differsd was by the proletarian stmp Lenin a.ttempted to

put on his party from <he s-tart and by virtus of the Faet that he mtod it 1o

ormj.so the revolutisnary ersative inntinc'vqof' the massas nurderounly Al

prosm:d by ‘I‘la.rim. Theparty was to bs thero when the prole‘bar!.at burat forth
Bpoptaneousiy end its historio initiative would suck & polit:lcal nrgmizntionul

form. As ¢apltaliom mconscious;x arganixad, disciplinod, united the proleta.
riat ot the point of produstion end stimulnisl :l.t to. revolt, the Merxist pol-

‘ itionl organ:l.:ation would do oonuniouqx aud '#:I.th gunto.

'I'ho revolt wua the ;g..n“ af depariure,

The aliksness was the uiress on organization,
The Second Internetional collapsed .!.n 1914, and from lzin ntue.y of the

dalectic and of the concrote wer Lenin knew thu‘k a M weuld
lead %o revolution gnly if the living forass are ableetively revolutiwary,

-
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The Second, representing the aristocracy of lebor wﬁ.s not ob.jéctivoly rovelu=
tlonary, The groatast beivayal was not the subjective cepitulation of tha
lendarahin of the Intornational io the Kalsor's Govemﬁ:ant/ The greatost
botrayel waos thuit oblestively the Intem tional was rotten to tho core, roited
by the exictence within itsslf of th. aristocracy of labors The wmuwk gmemy
was the aristooracy oflebor which had countarperasd itz okilled, zxr!.stocmtid,
waorganized
cultured way of 1ife to that of the unskilled/masses for whom it had nothing
but contempts
By the betrayal Lgnin wan canghi as much off m;ard 6s was the

' Geman'prolefaria.t which had baen conditioned to balleve ';”'.hu.t hip organize~

tional strength (ms witness the growing yote) would of itself prevent war,

That mspxioom excused the préiata.ria.t Itdidnot vxcuse Lenin the Uarxist.

The groumd of meeting of the Kuutskyim and pre-1914 Lenin was Lenin*se wvoncept -

of organization as an gutsi&e farces
At tho:s‘amo tine it wae procisely the betrayal, the omqrstlmca
in_ the revolutionary proletariali i'lts'alf. of its owm ggm‘ sits is precissly what
compoliled iﬂnin_iq trouk wi-!:h his own past, to rnorg_miga.ﬁimselr. . He had '
' acsepted o geries oi‘la‘batrn.o'l':j'.ona--Party. Wase. Revolution; Conorotely thoyr ;
hod meming for him only in Ruusin'rs‘m'ing a bqurgeclais revolution, Hs had not
_ stqd!.aé the reVoltrt"l_;:ry proletariat in an .advunced country. He hed nuf here-.
tofore cean the growth of imperialist monopoly and tharariét_oaraoy of lavor
' and had failed to grasp that since this phenomon;m"had objective rabts. it was
. i.ncﬂta.blo that 1% develop. His aonslusion insofar as the oonceptk.of the party
was ‘was Lmmodlate; he was finished with the Second Internationsl as & ype |
Vof organization because it was the party of the plits, the aristeoracy of laber.
7 f Thereupon he demlod ths Kantsky tho very ueo of the tom;r”:maa
orgmi:iationa {1) 4t wea the sheerest sophimtry he wrote to opesk of mams
organization when Kauteky's party had failed to penetrats lower snd decper intoe ’
ths proletariaty (2) at mest his pardy, though an organisation uf;.‘\a,_milliou,
hud organised but ongsfifth of the proletarini, that im 4o say n m .
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the proletaviaty and (8) that stratum of the proloterict had become, as Engols
had ap aptly characterized the results of Britainte mongpely pos’tion of his
day, e “bourgeoin laber purty",

Lenin now made his party, adapted to Russian conditiong vhieh hag
a sirunglehold gver any workersa' spontaneous outbursts, into a universal for
all Wfarxist partiew, That ‘Beoauss it was the orzanization of millions,
but bocauaei it was the orgmniration #het wouldmuks sure that the ggogteheitz
of williens had the best opportunitys Where the Second Internati onal had
become the gnamy of the very thing 1t had ‘been bulli formwto davelup the
Kxmakirkx liberating movement of the magses~e, the Third Interna‘tionn.l bosa.mo
the organization for spontaneity, for won.

Thatthe Third in turn bscamo the cluss enamy of the ravolutionar,.r

s
\

proletariat 1e ancther chapier in l-iutory, and a.nother chnpter in the dialect‘

1, ™he sconemiae of Erd-IQISIHarxism

'I'lu great divide in modem htu-xim oan be traced with suuh

preuision in all ﬂelds precicely hacsmw Lanin w.s alw.:ya conorates In

July 3\93& hs begm S8y ox Mnew, ‘Zero tofors hs had Hmitsd himself to
the problemn that confrontod hm in ‘lusala, and, thareetically, thut waant
Volume II of Cupital and Ground Rent of Volume IIZe He had refused to even
oonsider a.populm-i:a'ti'on of ?oium- I, 2o satisfisd wus he wilh Bogdanov's.

Thie nssyy was however to concei'n itgelfl with Uarxiem o a wholes I4 18-
‘the finset nohievement in its field, Bub it bolongs to pra-1915 !Iar:d.sm. tQ

s, an achiovement of the Sgcond Internutienal,
x reader ssanning through the hundreds of books and pemphlots

isgued by the Becend, sithor "popularising’ Marxlos ss does Karl Kountky's
‘6 etrines of Karl i » ox'exionding” it mg do Rudolf Hitferding's

Finsnoe Capital and Rosa Lixemburg's Agoumulation of Capital in their dif-

forent weyn, will woon feal weighted down by one evervhelnivg connideration,

1hs cutstanding feature of all ¢f them Planlesmess ggmotgg;wa gepitalliem;
+ 1765
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Althoug.l}:::;r shared this intorpretation in iis most vulgar formee

(Life s 2 Rusaian Marxiwt in Volume I of Caplial compslled eoncsntraticn on g
produstion ms appinst underconeumptionimm)-~he was nevortheless essentially
of the Second Internziional and saw soelulism as an orgonization of economy.
Capitalism mwant anarchy and socialism moent order. Hot by accldent was Kauteky
'ravorad as a teacher, This Essay is permeatsd with an analysie of the
Jnevitability of Bonlalifm tied to the inevitabdlity of ua.pita..i!rﬁ roaki
collapss  that arises flt:/:::;&.izntion of production is "bound 1o Isad”
to Mexpropriation of the axpropriators”. The prolstariat '15 neaithsr thé
srashar<up na'_?rsorgmiser of soclal:-relations on o total osale, but muroiy
"tho intellsctual and moral driving forse ond physical exscutaat® of this we) ek
tranaforinutioﬁ of ospitalism :I.nto aocialiem. " There ia'violencg of oourne,
" but the g' gan uat;lon M ra:l:her than the ‘smash~up of mo"upol:l.us ‘and
the new ensergy of new millions ia the parsputive. Therc 'l.s in faet not
e gingle wrd sald about monopely except in a.griculturaa

. Now one incident uround :l.ts publiea.tion roveals whe:h 8 trsmandous 1oap '
' Lenin made since its suhnias:lon 1n Hovem‘bar 1914 to its pubucation in- 1915. |
| On JeauAary 17, 1915 ha ﬁritag to the pubhahars, aBglng whethoy it u.m’i. pol-
sible to introduce momce sorreoticn sincoe it is aniy "in tho last aixz woaka"
that he hed made » serious study of dlalecils, Sinco $hat was mot possible,
Lenin in his Notebaoks on Dialectic, settlod coorefl with himself, ]

A roroadd.ng of the Eseny side ‘by side with his writings 191516 will

revul at onos what t‘uso were;

. 1} 'I'horo il not e singls sorious word about the uwnity of oppositol in
the Basay. In 1915 however, he makes the dimleciic ths comprehenshond of the

wnity of opposites and his coucrete study of Impsrialism has tht ee its herrte
Far from being a dirsct development of capitalism, imperielism 1z the deulop- s
mont of oapi'talim at & ptage when its fundamental fentures boeom irnnufoma.a 7
inte their opposites: compotiticn indo menopoely, a stratup zf laber into the
ariotooracy of labers Lenin's Imperialism is thus distinguished from all.
thosa of tho Seconds It allows him to draw e sharp gissg line bstween the




the Second and the Third.*
2)There is nothing in the Eseay of dsony, stagnation, rotiing elive
festuras o%monépolr- cepitalimm which.is listed here merely us "large-ecale
production" and hence no sarious anelysis of depocracy ae the oppomite te somp.
at

aapitalicm st this otags of ite trangfermstion into oppomitoe, mom, canihalimn.d

In 191516~ths distinction between prolotarian and bourgnola ;i'omacraoy will be
so compact thet viotorious moeislism will hnve o achievs completas demscracys
3)The Essay separates the quesiion of tacilge from the cconomle doo-
trinee of Marxism, and a distinction is drawn between it and earlier material-
 1sms which d14 not ses the neod of pructlcal revelutionary works In 1915
' I.on:ln will ieepmctios as & "lnk 3h the analysis of cognition and a transition® )
and hence ﬁux slings tc Hegal's critoria of praetice. Tha coup de grace to
the false dids;.en aqtn‘blishedﬁ 1914 wus dealt by tho‘publisher who omitted.

" that sestion entirely. ILemin d:omplaipods But without revolutiesry tecties,

Marxiss i nothing. That is mbsolutely trus but the quostion is: how did it

#This brought him into gonflict not only with the Becond International that
betrayed but with the Eelshevik Bukbarin whe wented to be rid of the wairationl
impericlint state” with one blow and hdive uwothing mors to 8o with miatiem. ~ .
Bukharin's semi~-anarchism stemmod from his incapaoity o geasp the dimnlegtical
relationship botwosn mompetiiion and monopoly and hence his opposition e -
the slogan ofSelf-Dyterminations General, ebstract political questiona wero
jut in the foreground by him and such revolutiomary aotual strubgles of ep-
pressed natione as the Irish Rebollion of 1916 pbhohesd, At fivet glance it
wouldappear as if Lenin and Bukherin wero one on tho economie analysis and -
ot completaly opposite ends en the political acncluaion which saem to run
indeed opposite o tho economic movement. in truth, Lenin's 1916 enxlysis is
whoily and entirely different from Bukharin who nees the economic movement
from monepoly to state=monopoly and takes the eany rosd out with the ostehwords.
Plan, Lenin,'s analysis, on the other hand, from the start, by analysing
monopoly as the transformatioi inte opposite of competition, pess bourgeois
democracy barkrupt, and send the conorets opposite to monopolyr the opprasead
pation as a natim. So tmt the inner dialeotios of bourgenis dimorrasy at
this stage of imperialism reveals that full demoeragy is the gppesits %o
 gapitaliogmy; Bukharin doso not ses it and with many ultra-left phrases opposes
Self-Tetermination. This is the first of pany batties tho two have which
oulminete in 1920-1 in the truda union dobate and the economlcey of the
trsnaition peried. Bukharin thepretically ‘ropregents the last foothold of
the oounter revolutien ir the workers uiate, and Staiin. bacomes Lts physical
embodiment, Purt III will denl completely with Bukharin.mxbxploen
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happen that the revolutinnary noncluliam which ars ax integrsl part of Cupitel
wore dealt with thore only abs'tra.ctly, but conorotely wers shifted inte a seo-
tion on "tastiecs"? VWhen the S%Mﬁ?maﬂonu appiies this diviaion of
rovolutionary tacties from economic doctrines, Lenin oalled upon the world
proletariat to coneider Kautsky the greatest enemy, greater itlan the diroct
rurdéerers, Schouidonun wnd Hoshos '

4) The Essay had alsc separated philosophy from econonmics es if Narx
moroly took the mystielsm out of Hegelian dialecties and then went on to make

Yoy
his sconunic thwhy without rega.rd 1o aialeetics/as “the proof of SRa theory

Shgagis
of olaas strugglo”s 191;—15 %e indi.via!.bi.lity of dinlactics from gany pemm

{
agpoct-of Mexrxism is by (1) soncidering dialeutisa tig theory of lmnwl?odgq_

. of Hegel and Marx, and (%) sbpoix showing thut Merx gppliod the dialectis of
_Hegel in its ratidmé.l forn to poldticnl oc-:no:ry and ﬂnt theréforo the pr&n-‘
oiplo of _gg_l;‘:m was -l'.he sore of Hegeliu.nism and of revelutionary Merzims."
5) The Esnay, in enalyzing the econowic dootrines of Marx, putn s
groatest cnpha.a:ls on t‘né la:l of valug am’. surplua value. In h.".u_ Hr,'hau on
Dislectic however the greatost stroes iz on tho form of valug, In tliib Eanaj
tho :rorm of valus 3.- doalt w.tth bnoame it rovcalu the Mta q;_ proouns nf

‘ exchonges In tho Hotes. the mlyd.s of the fom of wvalue i otressod begause
of 1its _d_qgg_x: (1) 29zt and (3] g}gﬁgri o In the Eauay he fairiy apologise

_,..n-nlﬂ

for the first olw.ptar of Oapital by usuring tho public thet what 83008 abstract
end purely dodtwtivo‘q.a in reality "a gigantical unlloatm of factual materisl®
In the Noies he zays thet comprehsnsion of/%g%‘ia%tu chapter of capitéi is
impossibls without the !mdorstaﬁding of the whole of the 1ogivs E:n..nw
godd, did not lenve um a Iogle but ho left us the logdo of Capit Tiis
to that pracinaly to vhioh wa uulat turn to wmderstund the loglc of '&ha
wholg social movement,  Lenin's development is part of the gbloctive
dovéloment of oapitelism md its abaclute opposite, labor, from the latters
being a more critic of the bourgeois revolution, to recrgan!.:ir‘ of relsty

on humay beginnings,




PART TWO =-KARL MARX'S CAPITAL, 13431383

I=~Forms of the Class ‘struggla

In 1844 in 8ilesla the weavers revolied, broke up machines,
end tore up the titles to workehops. The nympa'k;hy of the publio for
thess dieplaced weavers wag ao‘strang thut the abselutiet state did
not dare eall out tho iroops to restore order. Iumedfatoly there also
appeared a division among the intellectuels. Ths thres major ht'l;itudan
to the woawﬁ' ravolt were;

(1) }rnoldauge, a beurgesis domocrat who was enmged in the
kigh politics of the ﬂ.ght againet Prusalan absolutim, and was, with
Yarsz an exile in France at the time wrote thut the !ﬁavors' upriging:
wen not mors than a "nmger ﬂvolt of n measra haudi‘ul of a.rt!.nana.
Itmuldin no ssuse be consid-red e true socinl rovolutioa pince it hn.d
no pnntiu.l COra.

(2) Perdinand Lassale, who was etill & student in Berlin

- bk ﬂéea.ty =aving defizord 4o coclalimm, nevortheloss looked with -

disdadn =t the sstusd revolt of ‘Shat ke sailed *ihs moht.
(3) Karl Marx, on the other hand, & youngmen in h:l.u.‘
' ,.tmtiu hzilad the uprising in -'.-huuo words: "The Silosisn ravolt
began whcrs the French and ]ihg:u.nh insurroc 1ona endad vj.th'a conseioua-(-.“
ness of the proletariat as n ulau. The whole aetloen weg of th:la
charastor. Not enly d.d it doatroy machinory, the. r:(.val of the wor-kom, .
but also the mershants' reserds, thelr property titlu. '
At the same tims Uarx struck out agaim ¢ the atiempt % 1_:&:-0-
duse o Zalne division betwoen & poliiical and woclal revoiution.‘ Even
a pariial pahnemenon such as the weavsrs' rovo\lﬁ, ho wrote, moant inoal= .
culably more than tho fight for sbotract politfcal idborties,”surt as
a hvem being was more them a oitisor; end a humen 1ife mers thun palite

SE .. - - i e gt -
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The three different viows aromd & single uotion of the young
proletarint revealed as sharp a diviasion in ithought betwoen the bourgoois
demoerat, the pristacratie wpion type, and the revoluiisnacy

Merzist as thers wero in faoot in the open slass shrugslo. kadormexbiecx

From l'the sturt. of his break with bourgeoia sosicty the your
berore} Marx had his feol solidly on the ground and plased the prolat'a.-
rinrt in the center of 211 his th:lnking. He hailed therefors both the
uprising 1".‘.3911‘ and the appearence in the intollaa'Lue.'I, fi-a]_.‘d of one
Vilheln Weltling, a Journoyman tailloiy l

. ‘ politigal o
"If one compares the drub dejucted medlocrity of Gemm/li.temture

i L .

with the beundless and brilliant debixt of the Gormen workers,” wrote

sanTy el s

‘Marx of Weltling's writing, "if one compares thess gi ti0al ohdldrer 's ‘

-

shoas of ths pro lstardet with the dwarf proportiens of the worn-out a

'
L e

political shoss of the bourgeolisie, ons must prophesy en #tl_iata'

Y

- figurs for this Qindralla,® .

As 1t tuwmed out, Loth tho striking weavers and the journeyman

.tgi.lor'ﬁaro, unembers of & conspirctorial mosioty kno_wﬁ ae the League ol

" the Just, Without J-oin;!ng 1t, Marx watched olosely its whole develop=

) ) - revolutionary .
ment and kept in sontact with ite Sinco/books ware forvidden in
nonu;th ical Prussia, thesc Journéymen 4ailor were :!'.he carriurs of avclalé
ist 1deas across the borders. | In less then three yeare this ttopian .
sooinliet soclety would traneform dtoclf iuto a political i:uz’ty with
a sclentific socialist progrem, rename. itself the Commmist Loague, and
commiwsion Marx and Fhgels to write itz Nauifasto. .
Herstofore the turbulent fortiet looked as if they had uwndtec

the bourgesis demoorat and the young proletariat in the fight agninet .
Prusslen aboolutisom, Now the young proletariat would issue 1ts inde= -t

- L770

pondamt uhnllemg& on the vory eve of the bourgsole revolution.
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‘\ Previuully the brouk from bourgsois soclety had meint for Marx, uy an
intellutual, the oleuring out of the cobwsha from his own thinking,
He wrote, first, a sriticim of bourgecis lem. He turned mext to
sconoaios and wrote a oritique of bourgeois propertys And, im turniag
against his philesophic past, he turnod aguingt the intallsotusl as a
whola. In making the revolutionary dissavary of whot 12 ng.-n &e m
materialist conception of Listory.-in mee zll hintory an ‘Jha nistory
of olamm stpussler gnd t!'.c forvard lespa in it meds net by grsat men
but by great messes of men rebslling emplostutive pmduction rolationses
Ha.v.-x naturally turned to view the raa.l forms of the claanstrugglo :ln
hi.n partiocular epoch. Harx always hud his oyes wide opan for what- ho :
oallcd the ansous claslor zation of the roletariet. That is
why :i!mhz hs saw imdiutaly the sig,us.rinunco of the struggle or
tho weavars, Tha.t iz why he redentad utgghn plans and. followed
ingtend such davelopmant of aotusl olsasa antogondsm as thu C‘:artiat

| movemeat vaioh oombined the struggle for politiesl reform with the
i‘:lg}r" ror the ton houy day. And that i3 why he was aotiw in soeing

thet the varicus aurrouponnanea eomittoes and workers eduecationel
eocleties that he and his 1ite-long collaborator Friodrich Engels
had organillmd skould dissolve into a commumist perty when once such
a8 party had aritm.:. But new tha-,t the party was here, and all the
‘dinlestio wus concentrated in it. what did the various tondenoics mean
and how ahpuld the challengs bs hhrtled at the bourgesisis? |

Fron 1243 to 1347 he was aéa.roh:lngt but he was atill wers or
less talking to himsalf and ; tew others 1ika him, How mueh of ike
Past wos still in them oan be seen from the first draft of Mani fosty,
writtean by Engsla in the form of a Cxtechinm as Af thay woré still
"edusabing . ' B .

Then Marxlsapt forward with the organization and issized the

challengs which %o thig day hao not beem surpsssed, For us ghe a.io77 1

.
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" tracing tho origing of Gapitad, the historic pumphlet has the following

significancay .
(1) Marx countarpoaea the "spontaueous crgenization of tho

proletariat' to the fon testic "pleng” of {he utopiun and petty-baurgeais
sooialistes "Future himbory resglves 1taelf in their ayen inle the
prepagandiotic and practically earrying of their social pluns,” He
then throws at them a savage aocusatien; poople concornad with 'pmm
:inm‘.aaﬁ of tho act:nl movement of the proletariat ara.bomd to end up
with the conclusion that the best poesible plan of this bast po'snih],o
::oc:l.oty is the bourgesis plan, This in _the firat rough skoteh of whut
will becomo ths axis of Capitojesthe despotic plan of cupital ms

, aminst the pla.n inherent In tha aooparative fomm of lebor,

. (2)Among the bourgeoin uoc:l.alis-l;a Marx mant:lon- "tho
wooncaiste”, To froe himulf eomplete].y frou his herita.ga of glascieal
bourgsods ocononies will toke him Datpnd !.hn next stags of tha develop-

“ment cfcapitul. cri\:igua of poum kconom‘x. But nlrea.d}' nor ho.

"pouod the problm.
_ {3) Harx'a,.rthesin thut all history is ‘z‘.ho history of
olaes struggls ie :i.nnaparghle from the distinguishing m.rk of the
particular olass strugglo nl‘ -I:he proletariat under capiialicm, What -
distinguishesits strugglae f‘mn‘thnt of thn slavs or the merf is that
the ggnd!.tiggg of production\ ht}-e modern fa..tory ic such that, to
smanciyste itpelf, 1t murt emnc:l.puta hmani‘ty 23 & whole n.nd hrenk
onge and for all with oxploi.tnt:lcn of man by mane This 19 & pon'ci.ou.l
manifauto of thsse cond:l.tionn, bt to nnalyse thess cenditions fully
will lsad him into tho factory itaelf and the labor process itssly will
thus bacome the heard of ths wholas of Gapitsl, = Ouly thus will finolly
and the diviaion between politice, oconumice and Philosophy which
pPlagued him in his Weak fron baurgaois socisty,
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IT~=}ARY AMD RICARDO
2., Living ve. Dead labor

In brenking from baurgzods soclely Warx hmo alse broken with
claseical political sconomy which had maturad ag o selence bafore the full
artabl:lshment of tho fagtory system thet producsd eriser ond violent slass
atrupggles ag the way of 1ife of tho new modarn Indugtpiel system.

The underliing asnumpiion of tho gront bourgaoin theorist who had
glven olasaical politicnl econsmy its final iuprint was Zhe concept dEat

"Econonic Lan" would know how to achieve maximum advantags for Himeelf g.g.g_
sosiety if ho wore only fresd from feudal restrictions and govorrmantal
interference, snd allowed io'function within tha framework of froe sompetis
tien, Yat thia now economic man seamsd not to bs the pesult of o hiatoria

. proaoaa--tho diasolutiou of the feudal ordore~but the ntm-ti.n: paint of- tho

- netural erder - David Ricarde saw about him. This esonomie man was the ideal
of this et@rnnl?.z‘ v.-un., world which hed unfurled new: forcos. of. produotion.

Ihe greatest force of production was labar. Wﬂ:h Ahds epoeh- -
mak:lng di;scovery 'thn.t the dourde of 21l wealth wae not aometh.’mg 9 aidg
man, ‘like pred.ous nmatels, land, or roreigh trade, but the poctivity or man
himself--la‘bor. olansicnl polil::l.os.l eccnomy 'bnough'h out the inner contradic-
tiona of the oconomic syotenm, thoreby revealing the oluge relﬁtionshin botwean
cupital and- labor., In fact, the greatest flaw in this bourgeois sconcuics

Qued et~ Rl anfi STl et N a-;é& wGhnfr

va.s thet it sould “fixd n explain the revenus of e c apitalli Whnt gave
Ricerdian theory the imprint of science was hio a:i.ng;l.ing out of the sconomio
low of value and proving thet it wns as dompelling n nhonomenon as the
outward forms of ragulution of feudation. Tt thus gave an integrated view
of the aconomie systm anlled eapdinlicm aund which to Rioardo wae “the natural

order of soclety",

Ricerdo systematixed economic thinking but s £t tha. laborer out
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of the analysis, He never once sntered the feootery o sos this lnborar ot the

point of productibn. In revolutioniring the ooncept of wealth from precious
metal to lebor, Ricardo hed raveanlsd the inner contradiotions of the soonomio
system and thereby the relationehip of ocepital and labor. But in reducing
the gonorets reiationship ito an abetraction--velus~-dead labor, he lafy
no room for further devalomsent.

- Marx at once put his finger on the limitations of bourgaols
golence: "But having recognized labor, the function of mon, as

e

.

Lt

TprEtean.,
S S e I

. ‘ g
:l'taprinciplt, wrote the yol.mg ya in the Economic—rhilonobanmm_'_u e

"political sconomy in aotuﬂﬂy ﬂéjectod wan becauss procigely he contistently 7
devolopsd all contmd:lctionn of private property."
Ricardo hadlooked at the rauultn of man's 1 ho*-goods, prororty,-,

Uerx turned to look ot the ackivity iteelf. He isolsted lador from property |

. and bagan %o msarsh for the sontradiction in labor itself, Ho wus conpletely
a.nd thoroughly opposed to vulgur commoism w?-ich thnught that e more transcon- :[-.:‘_
dence of private propertyh-changing oround tha hmrea and heveenots=-would
Utarate ltbo J.a‘oorer. }.o, whaot m nucdoﬂ was the abolition of the gg,p_:l.t_ali___g
g:__ cf lnbar--sa]icnatsd la.bcr. I-. ﬂa't only nho producis of labor timt

waro a.lianated from him, but hio very activity wun an aliem activity, To be
‘8 cog in & machine imi't human, By ;847, in FM:- and Capita) Harx hod -
further conoretized thie coneapt c;f labor, ghc;wins thut behind tho mustery of
capital o'-vnr' labor, was the mastery of dead labor gvér Mving Iubor, - 'ﬁms;

' (1) 1t was not nature ﬁmt faced man as an allen powsrs It was
an alien power he himself had created, detdrialis ed, acourulated daborg
(2) it was not the machine, but wan's relation to it, :that Ty
“the woving principle, Gannrqtoly. the contradictien betwsen the productive
forces and the capitalistis production relations .
By plueoing this coniradietion in the conter of avorythhu;; by

including the Imgs laborer himself 1x the oclence of scononics he tmsfomd
politionl economy from a study of thinge, such wa wages, money, profi.ts, tqip

soginl : / '7
and enalyeis of/rolationasdlle relation of wago=letor and capital, |




5

¥o Ricardo, however, labor was not living subloet , but nsre

subotances He never moved from the spol where labor wns tho source of

veluees Itwas aa 1f the function of man could be disembodied from man

Limaeif.
vn'o the more wealth ha creeted the poorer he beommr
If Ricardo ever looked ut the laborer/mors than once it wos

only to speak with the voloe 72 ‘ha “ndustrialist anxious to "nsp W"*m

1to -TROIp.AWay 01l restrictim of 4> markod ang the oupply of labar,

_ But, although ho wasnot botihored by the fuct that tho workor had to s0ll his

) capacity te lalor or starva, 'he at the somoe time d.i.dn"a doubi that inoquae-
Ilities, hurdships, discomforts woul éisuppe..r onco thare ‘wag production

and yet more produation. Iiinu-do a.ttributed eny lrrationalitiea 1n h:l.a
rational system eithor to- laft-owra .t‘rc-n foudulism or- bac:u.l'!e of govermmt
interferanco.
Rieu.rdo too’(his fraedon. fros compotit on, tres tmd.a sariouslys

Hig democra.cy howover, was stricily gutside production, ot t}m polls, baforn
the law, in tho market. He favorad parlimnuntnry rorarm, a.nd the Poor
m, I-:e urged repsail not anly of tho corn Lave which favored the mono*hltstic
Jandlord tut also the Combination Imws whish forbud Inbor to tnite end
“favorsd tho industrialists Ho wao at one and the come time monmee and main
prop of the bourgeoisis, -

Rieardo never doubtod that unhenpored smcuction would ‘
alimi» to b1l evils left from former rogimos ond right ull things in this
nztural orld of hiss I% 1o true thut in the aacona paition of his
Politieal Economy (1821) he did pese tho contradiotion botwoon the science
of tho muchine and the a.ctuul redundanoy of laboro, But thut smen*t a
contradiction thai dominated his thought or compoiled him to ploce the
cout-adi'ction squarely in thg: conter of his world, Yip thinking wer ossene

111y Kantian, v 1776
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In separating himeelf from clacgloal political aconomy Warx had mlse
separated himself from the utopien socinlists who thoushit the theory of
value "socialist” and should be “uped", Developuent, he told the utoplens,
takes place not through intellestual gcheman, but through aetual REVOLTS
of 1i¥ing man against the conditienn of produstion whick ars uot at all

otermal, but historie, tranaitory, What thut movement, and you will mee the

way, the guly way to abolish wage slavery,

The flawin the Ricardisn theory—--the rzu:t that 1t left sniy dmplicit
that if labor was the sourcs of all w_lue he wrs the*eby the source of g surplus
value (profit)=-made it"natursl that these intollactunls who placed thamselvoa
on the side ef the proletariat, meised on' the oontmdiction a.'l.ready 2ot up '
for '_thtm thaorotically." But,_ continued Marx, thers was no nub.stitute-for
the historie movemont it produceds Iabor len't somsthing stetis, although
Ricardo looks n.t it as such, and capiddiicm 1su't what he thinks either,

It iv not undroa:uod of expansion of the produs ive ?oruea by means of more
und more machines, but by neens of machinea which ere plasad in g ranto:x-
in whieh there 15 barraak-line dfosipline of lsbor, ma leag hours of'4t,
Its lmha.mptred produution hn:;.m:;ﬁx unrestrictad by feudalimm or
.governmant s but it is restriotad bychild labor, unsnnitary. roul 'lorking
conditions, and sarly doa:th. Bacouse he saes freednm ag freedom of rompati-
tion, democravy as 'ro'to to out apeuinl privileges of munopolistic lakdlords
ho sesx }Imrmnioua progrecs. But the iruth of capiinlism ie the subjection
of the laborer to the neans of production and hanme_ thers 1s not harmonious
proé'us'. but constant -erisas and revolis. without which in faot sapiteliom
itmelf camot develop. ‘The revelutimary feuturs Ao!’ that system of produc-
tion im preecisely that it must consiantly revolutlondte the means ¢f produe-
tlen and with it the relations of production end soclety itaelf is in
contant turmeil.

The 1848 revolutions once and for all put an end 4o the dresms
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of °°mprol_n:|.ue of the bourgeois demyorats, the plans of tha utoplan sooialicte
for the masmez themselves enterad the hietorie etaze and would not listen
%o thsso intellectusml Plannare of far-awmy wtopdas, Thay would rather have
masa_power here.

But with ihe defeat of these Pirst masy preletarien outbursts,
8 new crop of plannars came into ths scoirliet movement., Marx rotumed
to a further study of the contradiotions within later iteolf from whenos
the next movement would come. He wis soon abls to oplit thet category,
not abnfractly &#nd philosophically as in his concept of alienated lzbeor,
tor as product, ascumulated labor. But the irnesrmost diclectic of lstory
1tse sel?-devolopmmt vevealed that withi.n alienated labor ifeelf there is
the concrete positive form for RETELE/ f:abff voraus
abatract eapitalistio labor. This nevw break-up in the category of labor
would not revaal oll its imnmer facets until the proletavriat buret forth
in o new arqaxﬂ.sa.tiona.l rovolutionary,,fom--tho Parie Gommme, and wae w.l.],i
net pes ii oclesrly thooreti’cally $111 Capltel is pub'l.ishod. _But already

_ :ln iha quissesnt 18508, urapped in tha thaa-y of mcmay. Harz

question in his cqrmlm OF POLITICAL ECONCGY, )
7. A good way tc view the CRTTIQUE OF POLITICAL ECONOUY 1%

inntago polnt of Lenin's Ih'PRRL\.:ISH. In 1914=16 the _predonﬂn;mt phanomonon

that gonfronted Lenin was monopoly imperialiem. In 18579 the predominant
Phenomenon was money. Junt a® the war mado mouopblg the transition poim‘.,‘
oo the {inanein) crieis nede money the tru.nnifion point, Peczuse noclther
in 1926 nor in 18%9 hnd the p:'olotnria.t burat forhh :Ln a form absolutoly
opporite ie the copitelistic vne, it wns not olom-/—— s theoo transition

1872 the Cormune sppeared and in

points would move.. Whon in/1917 the Sovieis mupmazmdx ‘theos gront
rsvolutionary thonriuts would move with 7 lemguo boctws But ap 4t wusthey
knewnot mo mnh conorately what they wore for as what ihoy wura againote
Lsnin, in fighting againot Kautekylm, was laying the groundwork alse for
tho Mor fight agaimt Dukhurin, Narx, in fighting sgainet Proudnonimm,
a8 laying the groundwork for the fight against the otato scolaliesn of

< 1778
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2. loney for all

Nothing ereaies quite sc meny str ngs noticne in the mind of the patty
bourgools as the dagzling clght of gold. Proudhon, to whom contradiction
van merely "sn abetract iden" rather thun the anatus) alasas strugsle, oem-
celved of the notion tldt to tind equisl..i.‘.:rim botweon opposing forcss all -
ene need do is dimcover the "right ideu". The "right 1dss" wae somshow
to mako money available to all~=“free oradit’, ce.p:l.talist private property )
in its most mom trous form of the fastory could e proserved, and extended,
and thie be duh}ad"uoialism‘. I: all aeribumess Proud.hoz: hadproposed
that the workers save up mmall sharss, set i.tp warkehopy . by giving up
"interest and prafit® eould esou "buy" all uapita.l of tho baurgeois!.a.

Ag Engels put it, "Rothsch.ud & 0o. are nore amnteurs oomparas to thoao

oolonal lha.rks."

Ludieruous ae thess ideao sound tgﬁflay,' in industrially=retarded

 Francs of the early 1850's, Whero the typleal establichuent was the small
' lhnp; the dypical industrialist, pattm ths typieal peaaant, mnall; a.nd tha
'typieal but a uemi-proletnria.n, an lmnd:l.crai’t workarn; and whare :hmmarable
szul.t mutie muuatuos in little workahopa shi.ll sx:!.a'l;ad, Proudhon:!.m
socialims took root and had quite o folloll:lng; Hurx set out to destroy .
thiz pirious soaialiam. and, in tuming to bhe quention of noney, Found
ke nust again come to grips with Ricarde whose theory of monsy he had here-
tofore followed. ' 7 ' | . '
Ricardo's greut discovery that the value of & cormodity was the
la.bér (past and prusant) ingorporated in it and the resultunt eonclusion
that ;old, 1like any other commodity, was suqal to the labor-ts.m”u:_ toﬁk
to mine it, was ﬁlié:ommu.l snough to have had Marx overlook wheore Rieardo
went off this stralght but hard path and take a davioum, very ppposite
point of view. Marx first did this in the 'SOs and found that Riearde

had in tho quection of mcney dragmed in the market==internationa) ciroulation. .
Ricardo himself hnd thought ha hnd get away from the surfans menifestation:
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of the market, and Marx hnd up 111 then certain givan him eredit for it.
In returning to the question of money; however, it beooms clonr that
Ricurdo hadbrought the merket siraight back in ihrough the international
doors "It will bo enay to Prove, howaver," wrots Marx, "that %he apparent
magnitude of the bcale does rot meke his fundamenirl ideas less diminutive.”

Rleardo the selentist had scapitulated to Ricwrdo the hanker who
had thrown aside the thoory of walues as it appilan to gold and in the ptock-
murkot acted according to capitalistie horss-sense until of oourse, periodi-
sally the stocke esme tumvling down. Navertheloaa f.'.nonaial cricos i.n
Riczrdo's times ‘woera more or lezs isolated econom:lo p‘ﬂenomcna. But the
1825 and 1836 erises proved 14 bs “ihe grout utoma of the world mariket

sl ei" «ll the elements of the capi'cu:t procosn of pradup- '

tich were discharging thmalvaa; The 185'7 panie lhould}mve mady ¢laaxr
ovean to P;'oudhnn that where labor has oreated no valus, not eves Jay Gould
could mski transform falling raiiread sto;k into money, But the i:otty-
bourgeois intellsctual who was not ﬁubjac'had to the despotiem of the factory
refused io ummiwrn to the prooess of protiuction where all orless eriginato. '
He not only wuld not turn to lock Bl tha labnr prooass hut he 9ontinued
lﬁ.th sohemsn "tn organiges exohsnge" while laaving the comodi‘l:y intaet an

" tung* . . .

Tet, as Marx shows, it is precisely the gduality of thiafthing®,

the faot that it in at one and the semo tims o use=value and a iaiua, thut
hasproduced the div:l.nion. of oommodities Intc ocummedities and monoys Yor

his commadity, the capitalist wants to buy nol another une-valuq,l‘nut money
whioh buys all "things". M ney is the "mediating movement" batwsen the
duality in the commodity. Yet presoieely beonuse tho dunlity in the ocommodity
ig iimelf but a roeflagtion of the baslo corradisiion--the two-fold nature

of labor itselfy-the enpitalist finds that +this instrument of eirculation
does not get him out of the battle in ths fastory whare the conoretv laborer

is in oonstant revoll agnimot being TIMED and wade o produce not aoccording
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to his ability Wut according ts valuo a'andardo——go many per gay, per hour,
por minute. In our ngo any "buckward werkore" Lfora whou these lutollogtusl
plumersare Wlvys wouving funtaclic schemas would be uble to tall thesso
Proudhons as thoy 461l the!r Ruthorsy "If you don't got that time-sindy
man off my neck, I cumot work as I ploawes, T camot work ot all,"

S0 long o that conilnues, the vieclous gircle lof WOnoY:
gormodity; ; 1S o aApiesu iiogif inr

2iity, the insquality botweon whut = worker ig

forased to produco and what he gota,

' 2) differeace, the difference betveon the fect that one and

only one commodity, lubor powor, is embodioed in a 1living verson and all
gthors commoditiez whose valus is statlo boonuze it is uaterialized laber,

‘ 3) contradiction, the contradiction b.etwaen the conerets
labor thi'ch is 3 patural functiun of man end the abatract laber vhich is
& gepitaiistio “orciug of ull concrots labors mto -one abstmot mase o value
and aurplun w.lua.

Tho dificionoy in bltIT“QdE 13 that, in prav!.ng its point

about the duality of tho comodity, abstruct la.bor appeErs more Iiko an

i!ie"lewt‘ ual de.du.ct.‘.a,_g thon the caplialiatic REDUGTION of nll omm rote
labar s which Marx will so mteri‘ully demeribe iu CAPITA.. Wt uarx hae
acocmpliahudis posing ::z}:uaation of tho two-fold neture of Iabor, ard
bringing us back from khkax glittering money to the avery'-ds.y comroditys
'i'ha fotishiem of ‘the conmdity-fom, howevar, has net vot fully rolecsed
itg grip from all who live in tho comadity—mrld wttll the preletariat

outburst of 1871 will arise o gverthrow thnt world,
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ITI*#MARX AMD LASSALLYL:

Cne hundre: yeurs ufter the pudlication uf the COLIUNIST UALFLSTO
the bourgaois economista wers forsed tn turn 40 2% 4o geehaw i+ f'.,: thot
Harx could ¢all the curds on every mnjor problem thai faces ua today frem
high prices to low wages, from monopely to unempluyment to utatifiention
of produstion, from ever-recurrent eriges to ever-resurrent plans te moften
tho impagt ot.‘ thene businecscylces enly 4o have ell end in plunned wors and
unplanned rew lutions. The bourgeois theorietieians that eall themselves
"acadsmic economists™ were full of apologics for turaing to this "non-economic

document® da the growmd the t s a2lthough o politicul manifesto, it was &

'preludo to CAPITAL, an "acunom:l.c work™s , But thoy no socner utterd that dosig-

nutim “than off thoy want all aver a.gn.‘l.n 4o complain that 'tha.t oo 15 oV~
wsighted by the "goolhl vision* of 'the Henifesto that t}'at an act.ml coeh.l

_alass,. liv:l.ng, fighting, and eonstantly rovolting is prosent. in all Marx's

"ocononie nntogoriaa." "'hoss mug bourgenls wers balaboring the faet that

it was hard to Pog Marx's theary for he had ingluded in n:Ls acononion

sverything from fres trada and world market, to the 1abor movm’xoh‘t and My
poli.t.lcn, to revoluticna==all rovolutiona, industrial, politienl socia.l. He
had thus turned sconomic thaory in'to h:l.stor!.ca.l mJ yels a.nd thias :l.nto ‘
"prophesy*, It neods hardly bs added thst ‘.i,'t iun'_t 5.-'_ socia.l_ vision thet

koeps them poles apart from Marx--they 211 havs their scedal visione . Vhat

allenntes them, =nd rightly, is the socizl virlen that says the vorkers and
the workers aleme ars the ones, tha only -ones, who cnuid ovﬁruuna the gontra=-
dloticns, orises a.nd. warz of capitalism. To this socinl vision they wﬂl
not bow, although eiviligetion ae we know it be throatened. They sre ever
rendy with new planr ¢f their own, all which end that the workers gentinue
to work vhilo the radieal intellAgentsia gontinue to “lead" and "plen".

‘ Thia movement of eopital to plan ia the mark of our mge,
although, an we have meen, in embryo it has been the sharacteristio of all
potty-bourgeois, But it has never had the dirsctly geunter-revolutionary
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elament 1t now has, 7Tt appears, in eabrys, for the first time within the
soolellst movement in the 1860s in tho person of Ferdinand Iessols, the
first "state socinlist".

The sixties had opened auspieciously with tha mevement of serfo
in Rusaia and slaves in Meriaé. In 1861 the serfs guined their emansipa=
tioz in Russic and in Awerica the Givil Vier broke out, Warx d3llowed the
world events closely and was particularly elated pver the §ivil War in the
Uniited States which held to mound "the toecsin for the Kuropesn working class"
. as the R, volutlmary War had "sounded prr the Eurcpoon middle olass."
Lrs.uzillo, on the other hand, disregarded it antii-ely becaunss the "Yankees
hava no iﬁu". 7

Tie guif in thess two ooiimaie of the eivil war is not only
us unbridgeadls as were thedr two contridictory viewe 'oy. the rovolt of s
weavers in 1544 but far mors _dongerous, Raexaikk MMW

EREks The oreative energles of the mature prolsturiat, ocrgenized, discips

lined and im.ttad by the meshunism of the fustory itself, is now faoing
iu the ra.dical tntnllsc'kual an eneny aa‘bitter am tha 'bourgeolsi.a iteelf. -
¥We oan iIn faet sos tho outli.nes of the full monatrusity of the S nl..nint
9omtor-,rovo_1ut1cq -in embryo in the pretentions of this would-de #dekers
ddetator, and it will =11 bacome an :h;tag:ml part of CAPITAL j.tsolf; |

Marx had bscume dissstisfiedwith the CRITIQUE, haddosided
not {o continus with iit, dbut write an entirsly new werk onlled OAPTTAL,
It began at the end of 1862, the yoar when the Gormen prolétariat too began
to movesxi Lamsale kad a ‘plan. The plan wns to xpmse bring pressure fo
boar upon tho Pruseian abmolutist state %o give woonomie sid to the workers
whu would astablish their own factories. lasgale izmied an appenl to the
Germen working olasas

"The wozkingelass must satoflish itoelf as en indepondent

yolitiond perty and mnke its slogan and banner-=Universsl, Equsl and Direct
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SULfrages.sTo make the workingolans ita own employor, that is the way,
the only way, by which this eruel and fron law (ef unchangeable minimum ‘
Wages,rjoan be est aside. O(nee the workingelees 1s ity own employer,
the contrast betwesn wuges and profit dismappoors. It iv thersfore tho task
of the State to faocilitate the groat causc.”

Thousondaof workers responded to the c¢all and %he formal
organization of the Cenoral Garmmn Werkere Anspelntion was foundad in Mey
1863, In June lassalls sent the éta.tutoc ndopted (unboknowst o the workera,
it nesd hardly bs added) to Biemarck with tho following noter "...this ui 1l
be enough to shov ﬁu how truo 1t 1is that the erﬁgolaas 1e. instinctively
indlsined 'to;dictatorship :Lf it feslas thot such will be exercised in the
'woi-klnsclaan interestog. "

Now ILasealle wan no ordinary traitors He sould nmot h'a.va
,:baq boughta  He fought for his prineiplos and woul-d havo i:ean re;dy. to din
for them, But he simply wasinocapshle of concelving that they(the workers)
aould'ruio. _Ho Lolt eallod up"on to rulgn “for* them. He would lsad, They:
woﬁld‘_continuo to labor in ‘the factorles. ' |
Morz naturally knewnothing of the letter to Bls’n‘:arek:

. like suiions ‘
But words and thoughts/have 2 logle of thelr sm and Marx, reading Lasaals's

" works, characterixed him thus: “His ettitude is that of = fubure workers!

‘ diotator. He roéol‘res the question ﬁst\;man lzber and cnﬁi‘tgl.a.s ensily us
pluye. The worksra are to agltate for univeraal vuffrage and then send
po@pla ke himself armed with the shining sword of solencs into Parlimmsnt.
Thay »ill u{abl.‘;.uh workers'! factories, for which the State will put up
capital, and by and by these institutions will embrace the wholo coﬁntr}'."
Think of ¥arx's aiateasnt "“futufe workers dictakor® and
remember thet this was written not in tho age of Syalinict tetalitariauiem,
tut in 1863 which svoryons considersd the uge of ™aclanca and demoaraoy™,
Narx didn't know about Lassale's mackinations with Bismark, either. But
he did know Lassale'w 1llusion ebout this baing the age of "solense and
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the worker", with ecience being incorporated 21l in the intellsctual,
tho leader, and the mnchine and the workess remaipdrng in the fastory.

It is this faotory that Marx turned to study, rejecting entirgly lassale
"'punr.‘.lo stuff"k "dhen I look at this work of mine and ses how I have
had to turn overything round, how oven the higtorical part is bagod on
the meterial, somo of which. wags quite unimewn, Itzig (Iassulle) and hie

econonio system all ready in his pocket sesms rether funny...."

{Tc be continmueds MARX TURNS EVERYTHING AROUML)
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BART IIT~-=-GAPITALE T DEVELOPMENT ANDHARX'S CAPIT/L, 1863-1883

1. Tho Civil War in the Unlted Hiutss und the
Internntionnl Workingmen's Associniion

There wero a few stupld lurxists in tho United States who, whon the
Civil War broke out, contonted thomiolves with rigaing a ststoment thut
they m"ars opposec to “all” s chat=
tol_ slavery. Yorx wouldhavae nothit.g Lo do wiih ihasc who were quick to muk:-
o “"general" attuck on sluvery but remuined nothing bﬁt dirintereated
btystanders in the aetunl eivil ;.mr that broko oute 4 As he wun to write in
C/FTTELY “Labor in tho white shin camot be fres oo lung.as labor in the
black skin 1o enslaved.“ This was not en agitational nt:ﬁ.sment but the
pimple truth. The trade unlon movsment in America eevelopsd firsf. on &
national ecale after ihe Civil Vor mnd the gicnt steps isbor vill tako

- astiviiy of the
then will bring it up to the level of thE/First international .

There wers thoupands of workers in Eng’ln.nd, non-Marxists, who held

a monstoer day:onpitra.tiorll against their Government's attempt $o intervens in
) -Ehé Ciﬂl Xiﬁr in the I:fnitod Btautes on t'he sido of the pra—-aln.very South.
This movemens l.!r_:rz. was iﬁtaras‘aed i énc: i‘c-;_.:;.a'c.'a vary n..a::al;. -
In 1863 therc wes un insurraction in Poland againet the Toaprist
. Russian imperiulis't dominatin over’ thette "This much is carté.i.n."‘ urote
Herx to Engols, “"The eras of revoluti n at length hasboen t'eopenad in Eur ope.
The turbulant 'GOs ulao engull’sd Crance. . ﬂapoleon ITI's regime
wua shaken by the many stri.kes .and "combinationey (uniuns) which kept
springing up despite the strictost gnti-Combination luws a.nd harnheat priaon o
terms for thn strikers. Louis Bonaparte conceivod the ide= of gaining
the oupport of tha werkers by glving amnesty to o few of the thousands of
those :lm'prinoned for partidipation in etrikose Al the sume time he annmmced!
that the workers could elsct thoir own dologntes to ottend the Wokid
Exhibition to bs held in London in 1862 where the capituliste would display

not only their machines, raw materlals nnd_finished products, but also
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their techniclans, statisticians gnd manual operctives in cn;t:'lar "to inspire”
them to ovar grester production, 230,000 workers voted in the French olection
.a.nd sent delegates to the English capiial. Once thera the delegation split
end sontacted the British trade unlenr. Those workero had othsr idens than
to contlnue to work 3 the cupit.lisits ordsred, out of the conimet with
the British traode unionw, thare graw, firet, Joint sotion in favor of tho
Polish insurregtione whe had been bleodily pui down, wad then he desision
to establish an "internntional workinimen's asuocintion"., To that meeting
in 1864 Marx was invited. ' )

Huny‘wr:ltu a.s-'hthe hls’to;-ie significance of the Intarnutional
Workingﬁan'é Associntion or, ns it is now knowa, the First Intarnnticmi-is
that Marx Yor g-"izad".' 1% }ioth{ng c;:uld be furthor frc;m the truths It m
Varx who recémized at once the historie significanca of this cryatallizaticn
of the eapiric acts of labor into a new fomza.tian. At every critinal stage
in the ob;]eutivo development of cr_:.pitul, the subjective dovolopment of thé ,

‘, opposiﬁg #lement in cgpi.tnlism—-labar-tells +he agaci_fic'stago the proletariat -

-has reached in its abtenpt to reorganise socisty,  Thus the o erganizations
formed at evarv stnge tell the ooncreta etape ui‘ dovelomnnt ofluhorg It

»28 one thing vhen :thi; crea‘hod ubopian ..ocietiea, gquite somathing elsa when
it bullt Chartiem .and uniom, and somet hing alss egain when it reauhen the
etage of an internationel orgnnim‘tiun. Horx wos always looking at tha
revolts of the workers and the organi.ationa they formeds He sedd the one
morit of utopianism was that it rai‘lectnd tho first instinctive dosire to
reorganirzae mooioty. It become & renctions.ry zect preclssly when this univeral
aim to estallish = new social order ga.ineo new impulsea from tho concretely
developing ocapitalism and its revolt now took the form of the fight for the
rormal working day whils the utopians insisting on preserving ths old type

of organization, Marx, on the oth'r hand, prided himself bscause what he

hnd written out for the first oongross wns prooisely what the workers in

Baltimores had already eoncluded by "corrg_gt'rfﬁntinct“l "The firast and great
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neceasity of the presert, to frae the lalr of this country from capitulistic
slavery 1s tho pacsage of & law by which eight houre eh2ll be the normul
working day in ull Sgates of the jimerican Union." The Congress at Gonava
hed mude thie mn internwtionel goal.

Hoithor wag it the Tact thet I'irx wrote the Tnuurural Addreus und
Siatutes of the lnternntionn} thut made 1t & historic occapion. [t wuw
that the Tnaugural Addross mné 5,ctutes disclosed what thy concrols develop=
ment of labor, in relation to the c-nerote developmoni of cnpitel, 1648-1864,
had achloved and what it hud not sehieved, With the defents ér the 1848
revolutions and 5roak—up of p&rtf organirations of the proletariat, wrote

Uarx, "the dream of omancipation vanished boefore the opoch of industirial

fevser, moral me.re.sm; and politicel roucticn." Under those conditions the

end, end {he growing mianry.at the athor polo. Although' cepitnlism hed
suocoedad in bribiné somna \?orkor‘s and tu:-ﬁi&xg ther into "puliticn.l bleoke®,
the ;-ovolte of the wark‘ers waps continues and they did nchieve: (1)
.establishjent of the :I"enn Hours Biil, thus placdng ita po‘liticz.xl sconomy in
".the place of the politlcal sconomy of tha ca.bitalist icoologictc whose
prostitute ory wae that "a2ll” profil cameonly in the lnn;h, tho 11th ‘hour,

(2) Workers entablishedsoms cooperative factorice, thus proving that .

oakgitaliut managoment wne uselenc, — But that was i‘h's.-.nlx v.alue.’l.:_‘_'?“.xik'u s

(3) Since eooperntive factories camnot arrest the growth of woniopolies

‘t;.her'ai'ore the workingelams must oim for rolitiesl power, with this one
resorvation, that the great g_gl_ is soonomic omancipation, -‘tc which every -
7 yolitical movemant is subordinate w a _manng,

The groainuss of ths Address is that , utarting from the
given concrate, and diselplined by the wurlely of forcos soulozoing to
motnblish the FPirst Internntionul from trade unionlste to Proudhonisio
to unarchiste, 11 nevertholecs contztj;nod a1l the impiicutions of communism

whon it deglarad in its statutes; . 1788
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aorkmgclﬂsgﬂs ‘f-hamﬁiel\'eﬂ] 'ﬁh&t the aty ug,gle fo! the B-"‘lan.cip'ltion 01 th‘

‘ﬂlkingclasﬂes meung nﬂt a atl ﬂgglo in clﬂ.sﬂ plikil&geil a-“d monopbual,

but
for equal righte und duties, and the abolition of u1l elszss riley

ba conguered by the

"Thet the economical subj y
: sction of the man of labe
r to the
prudneiionn lador, that is tha 3ourcee of lifa,m;?:f:o;:!:l:eog

of servitude in &1l its £
tion and peririiid dependenry orms, ef a1l apeisl migery, mental dog:-adﬁ-

| .
That the oconomicul emaneipation of the working clesses is

great end to whi % A -
groot end, ch every political movement ought to be :ubo:}g:,;:\f:ra'm

. .
”,"_{::."ZG,;'H

. _g. ‘The Worki’nv,ﬂtx__a.'nc-l Uarx's Capital
larx had heen lzboring on the theory of uurplule ‘vn.ll.as. To a.oientii'!.-'

cally egtrioate it fré_'m ‘being o mere implication ‘:Ln Ricerds's theory. of i'alue;
Murx found he had to study the Simiatamxmidxihm working dey 3 how was it
divi&d ﬁotiom that part which was ﬁeoosaarz to ‘prnducc the fa.luo of 'J.abor‘__. '
po?.r to pay the letorer his wagzes snd that whioh froduo_adrt-!ae; .gu;_'glu!. value
which the oap:!.taiiat appropria.fod. But tharg wus potlﬂng utatie‘ nb-.ut, this
working day. The struggles to establish a normel working day was & voritable
otvil war betwesn capital and labor. Thus o ths revolusionery theorstleien

wrestling with the timeor_y of surpiua value the "mers historis oconnexiond"

dho:_louds

1) that garitalism's "single life iumpuise" te orsats surplus wvalue

had 1ed to sueh walimited expansion of the working day at the long birth

of oepiinlimm, from the 14tk to the 17th ceniurlaes, that it produced tho\.
premature exhaustion and dealth of labor power 1tsslf, m 1789
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It was only labor's piruggle sgainst {ls self-dastructive neturs of
cepltalist production that saved society. .

2)But wikk the industriel revolution the lust third of the
18th cantury broke £1l bounds=-moral endunatural, age, sex, day, nightee
24 hourmms the duy ef thu machine and was to bo the day of labors Agein
it took the REVOLT of tho workingelass, thias time united andorgani:.ed by
the mochaniem of production iiself’, # infuse capitalist socloty with o
social comsclousnass which made 1t o 1ife and deuth question for bourgsois
society asa whols compuloorily to shorten the workirg dmy,

3) VHowovar, once the limit s of the working day were mot the
capita]ist' ' "wsra-wolf hunger 8or surplus value" vhich ie in the vory
neture of nroduction mught u way to axtpaot within ths sams working day
aver gruater -amounta of surplus vyalue. "'hrough constant revolutione :lh
tho nathod of product:l.on and through the .m'hensity of labor tha eapitulint

-

was ‘abloe. to fores more surplus out of labor within tho limited working day ‘

Thus whnt Marx oalled "*h mare hiutg;ica.l conpa: 5;92 rovenled

the mensral eroumdwerk of ca.bitanam 1o _ba the prolongation of the workinm

" gay beyoind the fdms necaaam to _produce the value 18 _of the labor m_;_
"That'is not a peassful process ‘&n the i‘actury whore the surplus ‘

ie forced out of the worker“throﬁzh the domination of the moshing and
tha fa.o'ﬁ;ry olooke And it most certalnly is not 8 Ipeacetul dispute

in the open oleas rtrugpo where 1t tokes the proportionsor a veri.ta.blo
eivil m./f:;:&rdo‘l "bourgeois skin' dldn't let him see this struggle
in understandabls. Bui “ himaeli‘ didn*t have a soctlon on the Working

Day in the first draft of M

¥hen he lbagan to ptudy the soience of ‘the mchiho and the doy‘a@atian

of ‘the laborsr, 21 iz then that he also how inslastio Wore the iimite

of the working day. The working out of the theory of surplus value Vlod
him tc the strugglas of the division of the working day and that division
into ‘ths divieion of laber into conareto and abstract. When he wrote
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in the GRITIQUE,
ebout &bstract laborf 1t looked =s if it wore un tntolloctual dedustions

How the dominence of the muchine wver man showsd what o redustion
of 21l human fasiultfes this wis, For thero is no wuch animal ac an
abstroet Iuborars Ouo im elther a tallor; o minar, an esnombly lins
workers It iz the mymrelmmx deminanas of 4he wpohine that feress all
£ nerete lobor <o vroduce ss much in such a such a time, no metter what
the individux) skill or ubility is, into one alotruct masg, The struzgle
ther at the velnt of production boiween zoncrete snd abstract labor in
whnt ic roflected in the -struggle of Iabor against sapital ‘.‘;)r' the
noernpel working ‘da.:-rs ’

“In rlace of tha pompous ecuatalogue of ‘tha ':lnulienable
rights of man', » ".;.rx wrote in CAPTTAL, "comas the modest uhgm Charta of ...

a lagally lim:!.tnd wurking-da.y which aha.ll mzko clear 'whon *tha time

h\

which the wm—ker salls. ip endod and whean his oW boglns.' Quantum oubatus P

v

ab 1110',
‘Marx's full transcsndence of Rigapde proved that it wumm' 't B

question ofno'h "mderutanning“. There are rg “mistt_ndors‘l;gndihqis“ in
higtory. Thx His’coric,differenceu are class differencms, gximopbormts
[T ST S— az'odue't.s;on for iroductian's mlo without rega-d to the
birththroes of wanlth produce;s. one thaoryy and blindas ene us 'tn 1tg
implicationn, Production vhich includes the aalf—davulopme'ﬁ of men
produces the opposite theory and reveal the othoris "blind opato”s .

Thore 1o no medieting ground whers "good men" oan cle:zp up "oieunderstand-

iggo"s The revolt nlaprs ithem 211 up by overthrowing the conditions

hich create the birtheroes and the ideclogys

The turbulence of tho ®£Co, hin closo obagrvance of the
revelts und tho organizntionel form {1luminsted hic *haara*:lc worZ with
&2 light no intellectu=l daduutiona oan substitute for, Ha was now ready
for his great work. CAPITAL, oa it wng publiched 1in 1887, is guhntu.nt;a.lx

the etrueiure wo now have., But thore are two deficioncioms (1) the

_.1791;
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law of concentration and ceniralizction ism not developed to its ultimate
form, snd, above that, {2) the fetishism of the commodity,although 1t

‘has token some giant advances over the CRITIGUE whers 1t appsared & simple
omatier, has silll Sailed to axpluin the WHY of this fantastic form of

apw arance of a produc‘tf.inn relatlionship. He said that “only freely-
agoooieted labor” can tecr the vell off, Bul thuro he stopped for freely-
essoclatsd labor had rot yst tomm off the vell.

3, The rarip Commuma Dastyoys the Fetishiom
of Commodities

| Soolal revolution broks out in Paris on Maren 13, 1871 whan tha-
Repubdic of Frence showed iiself as raady as Hepoleon IIT to capitulate
io bismarcke Thu spontaneous m/w’:a oublivrat teok the form of ihs cama
of Paris and was the first historic attémps of tha workers %o ‘Oﬂ‘ﬁﬂbliah
a workers state. It l.a.sted‘only t\é’o monthe beforo the Pgriai_en I_ltorke;';r

were meagacrsd 1;3; 4he bloodleat terror in history. But in thoss two short -

ronths the worksrs ngloumplishod wors miragles thnn‘ne‘lpitﬁlip‘ﬁ‘in as mang
umturlo; in \1) realizing i'y.tll-‘dunm.'ac:{, and (%} raleasing ail the
potentialitios of 4k prolstarist-oo that the world Gould uee :;::; fullye
sixzed kuman beings manage their 1ives, Within :Ewo &;lys after itn réii,'
larx daiivared an addro-na $o ths First Intornaticnnl en tke F.i;,eturic
Sigrifleance of tha Commme. Tt 1o this desoription of tho méruggle of
the proletariat for a now soclal order'wlﬁch revenls also tﬁa' assence of
CAPXTAL in its {inal classic forms I add asphasis when the spacific point
iz one that shows i;t_u dialectic rolationship to CAFITAL and theraby .
finally tenrs off the vall of bLourgsois fotishicms.

First mnd foromost 'tho Faris Commwe did not toke over Wit

SMASHED the ceutralizsed state power wiih ite ublquitous organg of stonding
aray, police, officinldom, "organs wrought efier tho plan of o systematic

and hierarchic division of labor." In doing sc it got rid not only of
the abeclutist Empire but"ihe parlismen o _ropublis, the proper form of




a Jojntesiock govornment,®

In ity ploae 1t estublished tha ermed psopls, officlals st
workingmen's wages and subfoct to immedinte reccll, 2nd n workine,
not & parlimmontary body of bureaucrats, The Commume thus superseded
mot ouly monerehical rule but class rule iteslf. It was tho “gglfe
gevsriment of tho Troducerys™

In contrast to nll previous forms of political rule which were ole
vaye represeive, it was a theroughly expanaive political form, "the
politiéal form at losi d:!.'scoverad undar which to work out the economical
emancipation of labor, Excapt on -this last condition the Commmal
conntitutim would have bac;:l dn impossibility emd = delusicn. The polt‘&-
:loa.l ruls csmnot coaxist with tho porpstua.‘hion of hir. sdodnl Elavary.

The Gmmbo thus establinhod the mﬂ;&t& of po.ut.‘-.cu and
ecouom.en and hance the ﬁ.rat a’tap tn abolishing tha most manatroua divi=
sion og alllihicl} comprises the sholes history of capitalim-—tho divis:lon
botween mental and manual 1é£bor. Capltalist purlieme srontardsn kspt this
d.t'r.l.al.on aiive and could do so begnuse vhile. the bourgeo!a govarnmant 't-ha

'workera kgp{gn _wnrkl_nv Bui = workers stats n...a-.i.ng‘ at the &boiiiion of

classproperty and tmnfoming ‘the means of production into more m-tru- .
: monts of "fgge and sesocinted Iam:r" sould note Evary one begomos a

_'rorkar snd the "ML" beoares the ruler. Thuu while work lozes

ite clang st!.gna and becomes a way of 1life and self-dovalo;:nant M

of production, not even cooperativs production, is left out from under
!workers_ocontrol". With no officialdom, no standing army, no pelice,
the workerz themeslves would work it out, Holvody elee ccn.

did not
Uarx then add that it/offerad and could xot have offered a

blueprint of the future. It mersly "sst fros the eloments of the new
society " Here then is what the Commune wauy
1) dirost und motive partioipation of tho masses in oontrollig
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production and public affairy

2) supprscsisn of = soolal hiernrchy by making all wrk at
vorimon's wagest that is suppression of all burcaucrueys

3) unificnifon of legimletivo and exacutive pewer in cne Working ’
body memt alao control not only of sho administrative apparatus but of
th -4 rpoerotus;

4) mozimum setivity of mmcs and tﬁe minimum for its olected rep=

resentatives who were at all times subjoct to reenll,

IT WAS TH: TOTALITY OF THE REORGANIZATION OF SCCIETY THAT

THAEW NEW TNSIGHT INTO THE TOTALITY GF BOURGROIS SOOIETY OF CGR!ODIT'{
PRODUCTI(M. EEING THE SELF GOVFRMMENT OF PRODUCERS AND SHﬁSHI_NG BOTH
EMPIRE AND THE PARLTAMENTARY REFUSLIC THE GOMMUNE DISOLOSED TO MARX THAT
VALUE mémuc-rxm IS A FORY OF _oaumxz.mq:.

" Marz then roturned to CAFTTAL, and %o the queotion whonod then
the mystAry of the mmmm product of lator so soon ns it assumes the form
" of a sormodity, ho anewered simplys "Clearly from the form i.tulif.'f ‘

' Hs.d velue ham enly corgenled lebor it nuod_ not have had a form
other than 1ts boddly form~—n produst of '].liibor would be éh’nply a produgt’
o labors But the fact that a productlon of labor 10 not Just e thing, )
but a "ecmodity", that it ameks a sociai raiationnhi.p apmar in the
dlsgulse of an exchange of things, that hrs a rsason, Nerx now for
the firet dime sdds the vh__;x of the fantacile forms It :!.In Yeatuss under
sapitalism relations botweon .paop-‘.le “renlly ure materinl relsticns bete
ween persons and smocizl relations “qetwaon thihga,” Ina roslety vhere
man is not master of the machine, it the machine in master of him, the
ZmeR"porverss rolations" mumclwuwidrioarurassckisaigge #ind n form
suitable to it. It can have no othor form.

Value produetion is thnt form of nrzn.ni.satil.on wnich domim teo
over overything, Though ths cooperation batwaon laborers lspart of |
oupiitlizt production itaslf, 4t camot bo an end in itself, but must be
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e mars meant to the ond of value preoduction. 5o oevery single thing that
issuss from the process of produstion hus ths Yaluesfora. Tho commodify-
sERkRomxxixiiuxiocx Lt6elf 1s not & product of tho market. T+ 30

ut the podnt of produgtion itself and reflect tho duai shercoter of labor,

The value form of organization in the factory means

deupotis plan PIUS parversity ' relati~n of man to mrcehine,
In the rovkat it memns free compitiiion PLUS monocpolys
In the stute it means parl:lme;antary demacracy PLIS
empirs beoause once the s@ruggle is not amoung Individuals dut mong
glogses  snd when it is é. queaiion of clués +he wanted domeelney is nothig
tut & public force for uoe:l.a.l onsiavesant, Evan the middle slassse in . )
Foris that followad the prolotarin recognized ampire to bo the"patural
affeprim“ of the pa.rty of class order, and concluded it must ba "_g_iﬁh_e;
the mpira gr the Gonmmo." There 18 no middls o roa.d. ' '
You do not wish to fnce this duality in the coumedity
'au! that 15 why the fetishiem of‘, comﬂ*ty has you by the ,.rc...t, Yar=
is saying to oalossionl politicnl ogonomys You ecannot. move fro:n 1t at all, '
"cw thd _'..-.. fuily transconded Bicors hu oW th.t Ricards not enly
' "deviated® on the question of mouuy, but, 'M%M‘MM
- of _the bourgesisie hlg_mv_a_r_gg;_l: fron_the msré_gg_g,_t__g]_.,‘ They not

only never entered the factory to ses how labor was produc:l.n_g ite pro:lucis

n the forﬁ of comoﬂtion, the knew tho law of vulue only by the way

it expressed itself (n the ma}lfat when 1t gamo erushing ovor their houdes
.llarz adds 2 subtle but hidarious footnota. You never patd a..ny attontion

40 the form of velve not only 'b-soause ¥ou woro concernad only with its
magnitude, Buk it ia the. universal)c'n;weta of the whole heing and aoulq
of eapitalism, You thersfore. cannot tramacend your historie Limitutions,
\j:d't not the value=form but tho reorgsnisation of soclotyYthe "concrete -
wiversel" of society, BucaxkrmaEpctumexzsukdxtkxharaume the debats moves

from a debate among intellecturls, to a quesilon of ths estnblismeent of




=S

8 ps¥ moolal order. That the throretic cchievement of the Pario Commmes

4s The Structure ond Iogie of Capitnl

(Now, that I've finally gotten to this, Graze, I'm shivering all ovor,

and must take a rast. Incldantally, T momn slse 4o odd & posteript

on the S;aliniwte and Chepier I not so much from ths thasretic polnt of

viow, as the actusl commodity form that hus them in u vice., It really

- 1s hilariouss No one knowe better thum the Stalinists that the only
wonlth ig thail which the workers produce, tut betwesn the beskwerdnacs

of their econcay and the prossures of the world markot, thoy are in a

whirl nore then Ricarde was, I pever did & piece on tholyr inflation

as I did on plan, But when I gotarcund to dealing with the develuation

of the.n)x‘blo. it ought to sorve as s vory nice posteript to the question

of form. '




