18 RUSSIA A PARTTOF m

" fhe Fetishimm of Stata Properiy
' . The revolutionary movemrnt has laan narx 8 capuui‘y o
“u;n ‘ing":g—vu ,.pﬂ“cn-c -h e .. hhat. is aoci&l
and gets los3t. in the: world of ob jsctiva
= kemns itg n:’raak\;flu_ec‘. ‘on. tha: nhanomenu; proparty. and:
polities inatead 0f keeping thom: focuaed on- the eszsensa; labor:
..and” produotion. IT tookthe senlug of Harx to extracu politicul -
eeonomy Trom its fatishism el conmeaitxas. 8. tha revelution-’
yrmovenen L frsed iteeld fvon thoo £5Tis of B fgrmi of
hiroduct of labor {u’ comnoulty) only. in orﬁer Lo Crefitd A new
fetiebism of & form of preperty (a t*“ieu prupsrtv)? o

~In his pra;aca to Lapitul marz warned wg tnat 1n ikg
analysis © wrelther misroseopes nor chemla
reagents are ot uae -THE{ToT0e Of abstractiom must repluse
hoth." However, abasiractions have A0 valus” v;aweu ‘apart from
is%ory ‘Bourgeols economists were 1noapable ot seperating.
The Tiearetienl potentislities of a relation from iim histors
lcal ‘starting p01nt becauss of thalr BoLrgeois limita*lons in

sing-—their own historic $06. Their horizon-wae- i b§ L

the perscnificauion of th : cATIon of_peonla"-, _
LThey- - hiB or ¢ity of the purticulsr poricL in-
_which they lived into =z theoretical abstraction; .thus there’ wes

past higtory but there .is no longer nistory. Cu the othar Hanar;"\
ay ‘trisd t5 turn a historic form ol il labor gnoh ns Niree 13Lor"'”-

into e theore i abs L¥EGSIon T 15 Both instances, the ) hUman
content was oqt sign hunlnu the hi sforio form, -

S “The conrubion in ke mincs of even the best bourgeois :
.aconomists, said mycelis ip his review oI Marx's Lritigue of.
“Political Ecomomy, 18 due to ‘the facl thot Meconomics desls: -

‘not with things, but the. relutions between pérsons and -in: the’ *;:i

ast resort. between alasses- “theee rslations are, ‘howaver, ..
Jwaye stdached o things w6 -sppesy As. things.! Twox. GXamale,.

'exchanga o commouitles f28ME L0 Meun smcha“be of things. In o
reality,. "howevar,. ths proauct appenring in exehange ig 8 ‘eommod-

ity "soley becavsa a relation Hetuean.two erBonB or communitxes_,_

&ttaehes e thu thﬂng“nﬂriﬂm&un

In his reEmous OthLﬁr on the. “euisnisn of Gcmmoditiea,_»
Marx dempnatrales most clearly how "a definite social -relation’
“between mern &gssumed the fantasile form of '@ -relotion between-.
“thingss® ‘znd to ‘the question}’ '"Whenoa, then, ariaes the .
eszigmaticel: charscter of the prouuct of 1aoor, a0 soon ds 1t
“g@pumes the form of comnoditiest®  llurx repl;ea, nGlearly, .
from the form itselr.™ Clearly the fetishism of stats propart;
ariges from the fact that the form of #iate property -appearsd -
~in history as workera stata property ond wag -thus fdentiried . o
with 8 new proquciion re;aticn, whieh chane attached to- the & 1'
RS th;ng statlfleu prooerty

cac e tpivat, there waes - the abatraction, werkers state. When.. =
Trotshy failed to check the abatraction, workers statie, againat
the . reality,  the Soviet Unien, the nis"aae, i & prasticul s
sense', weE & minor one becaume 1T concerned the viadle muvhars
“atate of Denin and Trotsky whish was still & workers atute,
hough buresucratically distorted., Bul when. T“otskv sarried .
L pyveér-his mistaken ‘conception of tue wcrkﬁrs Juate to. the s*a Le
of stalin, the mistake wus *uta].




i ptatériad; .grdpért._y_. :

27 watehrhow Troteky tuxne\the'abatractidn,‘workeréjstaté,f
- -into the tetish, statiried property: "The neticnalization ol ths
- land, the meana. ot induetry, production, bransport and azohange, .
_together with the monopoly 62 foreign trads’, consiitutes Thg hasle
:othqy;atmsqcial1s;ructura.;wniough'mﬁe5e?rélatiuns;~estabiishea '
‘by the proleturiam voyolution, the nature of thne Soviet Union ag: -
ga-prolatariad gtate 15*202;uapbasically;derined;";ﬂhich-ral&tibﬂazz

- production relations pr;prnperty:relations?.T‘sy gre not onm and. .
the Bame thing. We have geen how‘ﬁérxhau-négér tired BT stressing
ihet it wegithe.progess: of produstion which fined ‘an economy -
;an@“phat*cxassesgwere'ueterminéa]by”iha“rcleJ B the proscessi oIl
“production; that is, by the production reig A, A propsrty. relation
iy the . legal eaxpression’ of the production re on. ItomEneXy < T
CLex resses-th&tirelationshig,[aomatimea;do:rectly,_somatimes neor-. .
LT8G Y Gepending upon whethcr.tna#ﬁ%éﬁuction‘fel&tinﬁehi@ has- U
- been’ validated by law. -In itnelf,’ without reference to-the actual. o
production relat ona,'st&tepprbpartﬁ.isua-formrof'pxopantyvbri '

,-&property[relatipn3anot;ajrelation.of.produqﬁion;,Itfis;a?derivﬁfive o
“not a-fundamental relatiomn.. Jn garicds-df‘revolution sna eounter~:’
.- revolution,.when the actuel -production rglations undergo & trane-
formation while the lszel expressions are atiil.retained in the lawaj.
rproduction relations - cennot be equated to property. re ations .
. without equating revelution to ¢ unter-reyal tion! ety ﬂ”ﬁhﬂ“
W.\aw ' AN ) R A mqw‘,, A v iR
: Trotsky never gomprehended whet meking a fetieh of statified ; ¥
_ property couwld lend idy He always spoke of The recessionin the.
workers gTate oo something trnat might coneolidate, or g ‘something
thet wouwld happen,. but meve¥ as & process that wag evolving vefore
- K4S VETY eyes. when confronted with-the fomiliar Teaturem of = 0 /0
_private property capitalism of the IEP, he corroctly warned thet . i
an unbridled development of the NEV would lead to the Soviet Umion's .
scquiring "capltaliom on the -instalment plisn.? But in 1927 -8 when: - -
the "prineiple! of indugtrielization end collectivazantion was adopie

the abstraction, the workers Gilate, was trangformed into tha felish,
gtatified prcéperty. Yet he mercilegs criticilsed the Left oppogition-

igte: who were led to capitulation through gquating - workers stase,. . \:

. togstatified.propeftyg5He:b'baéribéd,to.Rakovaky!Stucrrect_analysis";-f
j_"”bf?the]capitulanors:'"Tha-capitulators refuge to congidar whaet steps .
S e Aumast e gdoptad&inndrdorlﬁhat-inaustr;aliza;ion“andﬁaollectiviz&tion;"

'Qﬂ, \do not  bring avout results opsosite to thoss expocted.s..They leavs. =

- outof oons daration the -main qnﬁstion;.what;changas.will.tne 5 year .

S plan bring'abuux.igighetclass reletions in the gomutry.? (29,3L-=1P:29) v,

-{&E%?”Rakovsky;ﬁ;ee’éaw,- T he,cqnquasps-of'Gctober'w 1L nqtgremain"] N

v>¥ -intoct if economic luws were permitted. to developyopontaneonsly e nggﬁ
ot trooopnBoteus gniaingu oL (o, Yopaunzd tpte 8 dirvection i SN A
advantageous to the-prolet&ri&t,“@ - - -drngdxpruphetiqif -
‘that w ruling class other then Tha prole faridt Pam-erystadddoingl A\
.. whgfore our very ayes. The notive powex force of this singular eléss '3
,_'a'iaithe'singular_form of private proparty,rstate:powagy'fdﬂYfls,lffla_
: B0). o o » ' T T :
.,q’)g' ' ' ’ L
retishism of staie property. blindec Protsky from snulysing corresily.
. .the davelopuwent of th "singul&r_form“of privets properiy, state -
- power' and ‘thus from ¢ cesrning the sociunl churdetsr 0 iho counter-"
., pavolutbion when it cafe. Trotaky continned to enploy the seme term- .
Cinology and geve 1t the some contant; when ne opoke ol the stdte
prepariy chareeteristie of the diotatership ol the . proleiariet
wijere  the proletarict is tie ruling eciasa, ag when he deolsz with
gstete properiy churncteristic of the Stalinist stz te where the.
. working claer is not the ruling clase butl the elass in subjegtionl
¥e thus substituted = proserty form Lfor the gliss content. At the
time of the loscow Drinle Wine productlon relatlons asonnlished
'fby_OQtober"_ware-atill in awistencel He sow them mercly ag & ‘
‘gory political spectucle, o & -port of poloce sountor-ravelution. _
withoUt Socicl. root, snexcreusconce of the rovton. politvionl super- e
structure bui one Thut laclad un aconomis buge novertheless. Bub, =~ 8889
“4hat is preeisely what 1t a¢id not lacky Aa~HE"EEW*13_133‘??6#46ﬁ$Fd‘ -

A ; ) A - - L/YE
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In the“an&lysia of. the counter fevoiution_wé_sqwmﬁhat th9';*.“"
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S0 ttom,  the lMoscow ! rial‘a c'li'ﬁ not political
" gounter-revolution in which the: 5001&1 *oundat*ons wore left
intaet, Rether it wes & oauntnr—“avojumioa in.the relations of -
5pro&uction..Apropos of . "purelyM-political. revoiuntions we .must -
net 'u“geu arx's aemphaals thati theyr hive merely parfeciod’ihe-
_‘~5a-tr-iy.- "V\"' atn pﬂcﬂinerl. In, othar ""Oa-uw, .,...n'“’ L"e}' ir-vn‘!nun-n <
-ehanéu'ol Huliuical raiers, and nout a- ‘sagiagl change, the. boursa-:
pis politieszl revolutions nerrected,. not. alstorted,; the bOLrLSO'ﬂ
-_at&te meechine and thus the dominailon of the bourgecisie ag o =
claps. Surely that! esnnot be seid of. the relation. of: the Stallnist g :
hpo;it;cal“ “avolyt*on in lts Lation to- the ;;ocz:u;}.l..¢mmc‘.:.}1:.;!.1:;115@-,.,,4r
- OL uGuu'.i’.‘M“j"' i, ‘I-u 'j:ulu.qjﬂ - “‘—?'vtr"';ﬂmar-?’
T enty fears ‘after te, whe -The L e
80viet Unton was yarticicauinﬁ in an 1mporlaliau \ﬁr asz-an’ 1ntegra1
part of it, and with: tne help of ‘Fasciat Grrmbny, WS carviﬂg up- ,fS‘ﬂ
‘Poland. and azstroring its. sponthneounely eqtubllshed soviat, SRR AT
- Rusais to~ Trotskv was still & workers. atete which negdad. to be‘ Ll
~unconél tionalily defendad. Dhe tpboretinal basis “for this: suicidal
gollcy Wwes: The gocial content oY ‘rhs Lictdtoraiip .of the’ bureau-xl-~
racy is determined oy thoge. productive reif tiong . whicl B8
‘Grented by the proletarisn revo hylﬂn~ Lutwhaet precisely ig BO
Cimmuieble  about the socigl cont n of the bureaucracy® ITtiizn-
. fatishism thut has éimeoriengsg revelutionary movementl/ It 155 ”3
e Tetishism yhich has 1ea i’e %‘?ﬁﬁhbﬂ‘:&.‘:’j’mmeﬁmﬂﬁ_i) .
calign-itselr mlun one of im arlaL*Bu camps in. an 1mper"ulist
-war!i )

n,
;

d. shaanumen‘s coneepug i wUlLQGhiVlgt property _gw
Inder & ES0Ciel BYstem oL DUrBLUCTRL1G Gbl;fbtlvlﬁw

< 'gtates the Party's Russian thesis "...1ln tha *161& ot proper‘"'

. ovmership 8ll classes Are sqndl—unance none of them owrs gocial

U property .y (Empha51s in oyiginal) Bul whether or not all clisseg
“are "egual? in & property \ssnsc (in the bourgecis Nsyes. G¥f tha
lawh ull glusses ure &lsol ual"l no one~-whether proleterisg, -
colisctlivist commiggur or pitaiist coupon clippers-—-cen: gain
8 'livelihcod" axcapt out of the proceeds of, preductions  Henos

v it is the relationships of productich, ROl merely ne Legel .
-:aapects cr. the pronartv Teletions ‘which are. the .egsdnce of thxngs.-

oMo say that in.Russie’ all eleoses &re.oagadl.bechuse: s.0wne, is. .
“to - tike the legal Ffiction of ownership at’. f&cn walue. I : )

- polenmic: against reformism, Reosw Luxemburs deals mogi profoundly-
‘yet suceineilywith the property . versus prod¢uction’ thao“y-x"By

. oapitelist Bernatleu does 0t mean . & Gutegory -of produc tion but

. the right to prouperty. To him , & capitalist is'not &n ecomomic’

Cunit. bot a.fiscal unit. iAnd 'capitelr ig for him not = factor 1n
_production but einply u carthin qLuntitv of monav.“ . :

L nen Iarx an ale»a the procens o;_ca“it311st prouuctlon,
e probed despar thon itsﬁéfpul ‘outer COVETilge Lliat is why he
. econeluded that it wes noth rnarshis but function of capitel’
"'that proGuced surplus vulue. Even when ons= noalyoes 8 mnewn. -
order, one shoule not forget sur.liarxisi 4BCe which tells one
that 1%t is the produciive procses, whorein Jabor. is exploitesd L
which is crestive of surplus-valuo. 2w there¥ova the capituliaﬁ-"
the o?ggi of the capltal whieh he emplcgs ys ¥Marxte. -
é&ﬁilﬁ_ tha poeketo the whoYe profit or. surplua value., It
ig- immaterisl to the . laborerxr’ whcthe; the . capliuliagy pochcta tha
whole profit or whether he hug L0 pay over & part of it to 'woms: other h_
_-pereon who has v logal c¢laim tu it. The racson. for div1ulgg_} &VJ
‘profit emong two kinds of eapitalicts thug turns rraptition
grto reaaong for tha- exinuehge of sgurplus-valus’ gﬁgﬁv*ﬁf’fﬁﬁﬁﬁla
“whiel the capltel s such draws out of the process of produstion,
guite zpart from any ‘subsequent division.'™ Ioes Lhis nct apply
to a buresucratic collectivist society? vhut tuﬂn, in that socieug
 4is the funciion of cagital {or whatever’ 3ou eull the moans of
Cprodustion mRlionsted Irom the dlrsct priuusters and. thoge e *a&*ing
© them)? sgoin we guute’ Lrom LuxemblUrg's Roform  and Rkevolutiony "BY
transferring the. “concept of copitulism' TTOm nrouuetlcn Telutions
- to. pvoperty ralations, &nd by speaking o simple. individulls
ing eaﬁ oF BpeakLug of’ cntreprenaura, nc (Bcvnateir) moves the -

8890




= qﬁéétion'of sceinlism from the domuin of Qﬁﬂductioﬁfinfo,fhé}ddﬁaﬁl3ﬁf-:
.. of -relatlions of -fortune; that is, Ifrom the relation between wvapital-, :
. an_t_l._;!-EPQIj to_the relstion’ beiween Figh 8nd poop.r s T

v, ¢ LuXemburg was' polsmicizing agsinst reformistes who did ' not. -

‘agcept ﬁgrx?sfdesorip?iOn’ofjc&pitalistfpfoﬁuctioﬁ.'Waxare-ﬁéaliné'Tf
with comrades who zccept Maerx'y Ennlysis of capitalist’ productionw- -

~then-8pply,;none of his genswal oriteris. to theVnew". sooial order. .. .

“iust DPecause they heve ‘given it & haw name. Look &t Russis :and. Te

' me whet the proletarist lasks in’ order To ke riler in thet state.’

11t im not-the title of ownaership. On & contrary, -the "Constitution -
“or:s that couptry,defines'stﬁte-propariyuasnprcperty."belonging Lo v
the whole people", The lagal titile notwithatending,. the profits that
come out of Soviet industry go parily to the enterprises and parily:
.50 the stéte. The worker does not-share in iT, hot Decuuse he doas .
‘not"legally” own it, but beceuse hias role in the  progess of produc-.
- t16n ig such that he labors and geis paid for his labor. powsr . et -
itw.value, which is &t & probably low:level-=-110:- rublas per. month.
. fHe worker does notPshare the profits® because hia reldition %o the
‘means of production is such thtt when he has finished using the -
“$ristruments, ths product orested (2 commodity) through’ the union -
- of that labor power with the me&nk of .productioh; belonss nol to. ..
himself, but to the enterpnise Tor which he works. = 7 7. L
; Now keep in mind the Russis_ of Lenin when the legal title .-
- wag the same bui the produetion relabtlions were.differan%}iIn'LanLn’sl
" time, before the worker enterad the factory, he had his produsilon =
conference, where he decided upon the plan. while he apglied his' ...
labor power to the instrumernts of production ir the fuclory, therd
- were his trade union and psaxriy representatives 1o contest &uy bossy
conduect on the part of the faetory divector. When he got his pay
. envelépe, he once again hud racourss to hia trede unlong and onge:
“agein hed rEmmErsm discussed production regulis. fs might have been
told that he cennot get & furiher raise in pay becduse although

. hig igdustry made artprofit®, atill the whole benéfit should moLi ..l

" revert to him becange his siate nesded to produce dieel and thut didnt

‘cede & profit yet. He  would lmow then that he:dic not difectly benefit

by his industry's growth Lut {hut his elags 4id. Does Shachimean-know -

what thas reilread worker did when he was Giseatisfied with: the regime?
“thy, the rupk and Tile workers, in onec- single year, Lrougsht pressurs.. -

7 to-bear  so-thet the Glavpolitput {ths political muperintendence over- . .
"'tha economic programs) was abolished; the somposition of the Cectran
was changeds all went ‘back to thair respeciive trade uniong and fune-:

- tioned through normal democraiic protceedures. Yes,. Comrade Shachtmerm,

‘ the: reank and £ile workers had thati power not bscauss he had the -legul -
‘title, which he likewise has-xow, but becausc o the produetion.rola-
tiofs (which viere the cppooite of what they. are new). In this opse— L&
the vanguard politieal party folloved the lead of the workers.-"Bvery -
political superstructwre in the' loet &ntlysis servasproducticn,“and‘ft>iw
"in: the lapt mnelysis is dgterminad by the productiqn_rslaticns-;t'r)/zr -
‘prevailing inthe. glven socolety.” {Ienirn)} S e T R

o Further our thests reads: "WiTh:' the new mode of distributiom, .
“the. bureaucracy davelopad & new mode of produgtion, preauclion for the .
 swelling meeds of the burstiveracy." Yhug the perty thesis perveris =
.. @ bmaile Marxian concept iu_omndar to lay ihe_ bamls lor a rather original

- {for a.loa 1 pogi h .on Sovigl eCénomy. Or-have—we coifen—euk - -
- = 18t X. stribusion is morely the Yexpression o% the
“historically & tarminea.condiﬂionn-uifproductisn."'(54$F?nd'2..thnt

hefore dlegtribution can bscome distridution of produstifnd, it is the
aigtribution of the means of produciion. Hero is how Lendyl axpresses -
the éifrference bvetween scientifiec and vulgar socialism: Miarx con- . :
trasted vulger socislism to scientifie socidligm, which does not avtach |
gre&t-impor%anoe to digtribution and which expleins the soolal gystem

by ‘the orgonization of the relations of producticn end whioh oonuidarsj/
“that the given syatem of relationg of produciion inrcludes a definite
syaten of distribution. Thia ides »ung: Like a[threadhﬁhre;gh_theuwuﬂlg_

| of nepx's tenehings." (66} And this idea applies not-only to-eapital- -

S ipt seeciety but to all ssclsties, partlicoularly to all class socletlos,:

“.including, we should think, bursavcretic collectiviam,.:

-




I Tt *ﬂ not ng Shﬂchtmaq puta
which wO8. rasponszbla foﬁvyne tvpa,

,'“that the worhars_wure the - rulera of,’ mustsra over*sthe"prbduaﬁiﬁa
.7 process. MHaving, ‘overthrown: the™ yqugﬁO;Ee and’ 6onquorad -politice
power," wrote Lenin: (57} “*ha proletavist has hecome-the ruling.
01935° /it holds: the powar cof .the state; it heb -ths-4i spopal of “the

NGRS, DL-urGﬂuutiuu which have mow: hegom“ ‘gooisl N T nfher_wnrua

‘Whan the metns o6F Diocduction: are‘ooli&ctrve proparty o* The workers
uhBIE Fnaturally®(Marx) resgults @ d*fsreut digpt®ibution, ot merely.

S of commodities produced; ‘but nrimarllz Jof the mesng - o production
For what iz ¢eruecial regarding The subject of ‘digtridition is; whi

1_‘01&55 dstermines. producuion?

: . contrasting “the youn& workars state to uapitallﬂt,lanae,-
wrote, {58) "MButi ses how th;ugs have uhanged ginca . the’ po;itic&l power
ig in. the hends eof the working ¢leps, ‘gince the pnlitioal power oL th
exploliters is overthrown mnd Binced all ithe mesus of production ‘aXxeeD
. those which the workers state voluntarilg s;veﬂ to the " axploitera bl
a timn, in the form of concesgsiong) &re owned by the working elsss.m
_Phus when the proletesiat owned the mesns of prodnctlon ~the relatia:
"8hip of the meens of production to the means of conpumpiion was 44.6
“$0.:55.4%, and by the time industry reachsd its vre~wer level, The .,
atandard of living of Shachtman's p“opertyless proletariat but Tenin. s
_ property. owning proleoteriatl wag 125% of that level.. But. whenthe = v s
. .approprlisting class gifrered {rom tha direct proﬁuee“s,-then the relaw .
tionghip of the means of production -Lto the mesans of: -epnsumption movedﬂf
in such 8 direction .that by 1940, thé means of production’ eonstituted
&15 of the totel economy, ana tve meons of consumption bub $9%, and,
‘most important of &ll, the standard of living decreeped to half of. wha o
‘it wag in 1928 whilst the "ocolleotivistwwealth 8T Tha “whole. Toople™
" Jumped From 6 billion to 178 biilioni The dlstribubion of the means of
‘gonsumption weg due, In-the Zirst picce , not Lo the- faet that one- class-
had the wherewithal to buy thaae products.unu others did not, but- . .-
‘beceuse ong class, as the owner ‘ol the means of production o&, mora'f
C:“"-“""t1y,lThe ﬂﬂﬂﬂf of ‘& ‘detlinite. mode of orouuct;on, ae. miined - the
dlrect;on of the state econONV. JomnEe

. Snachtmun looka at the deter*o“auion of the wWorkers stunuard
of living snd says that buresucrstic collectivism.is nearerto ocepit-
aliem than to gsocinlism. Then he looks &t ithe ¢olleativist forms.of. -
nroperty and. the. "equaliuy" of all clugsss in ‘& preperty sense End
theme Two Wordas .s6 .overawe nim thut he. comea to The conclution thet - -
the’ 178 billion of collectivist weoualthr ie worthy. of being called part
-of the "ecollectivies.epoch™. Aleng witli Drotsky, Shachiman turng
‘gtatified proporty {cvllsesctivist) intp & -Yetishism. In Trobsky e case
"1t led him to c&ll for tho unconditional derense of the “werkers .
‘gtate? whioh -was integrally pa_ticipatinb in un impexrislist wer. Ve B

. yespiled. In Shuchimen's case, it left an open way for the conditional
defense of the. mams Sbtalinist’ atate. wﬁicl ig now galled "buresmecratic
eollectivianm® and beosune the defenss Lz in ihe theéretic retlm only,”
the Party accepted this stradnlins poait;cn. AR : .

a. carter's spauiea ot oo1laotiv*at property

o Along witil  comrads Shuashibmen, comrade Jurte? hos discoversd..
a naw soclety whiolr e likewiaoe. uaus'“hursunuﬁutio gollacuiviam',
LYowever, he ui1rarcht‘" intanprets this fnew poolit) ordsr®. (omrade
Carter srants  that Lhe Stulinist buvuaunr“uy collsotivily onag tha
masnsg of production LDus e ingisste  ohew gacli nwuerndlp uoas 10 G- Gu
the lgung or producilon ingo “934v¢uu prup8ruyt, WuL0d. 4h wilau Qlipe
WAUEZULBRBE BHE vBpLleLAiDL WDUOH. LS UL U waZiugr. The uiirerantia '
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