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. THE THRVITARILITY OF %OCIALISH - -
AUD. THE L...L.‘ OF HOTION OF CLPITALIST SOCISTY

A Reply to Cerade Gates

_By F, Forest

,* Com. Gates has fQUﬁd it necess Sary to tade 1ssue with the flnal
section of my Qutline of Canlital, entitled ‘the "Law of Motion of.
- Capltsllist Scolety,” By the time he reaches the conclusion of his

crlti 3 ism,  he declaims'

_ "It would be sn etceediﬁglv saq day £or our movement, if

" Lta-younger, -Inexperlenced, and not~yot edusskted e‘eqeqts’
_were to _Pe educated with this kind of 'historlcal ma?er1e1¥
1am', end 1ﬁ *he splrlt which glvea rlsa xo ie." -

Hhat, may. I ask, 1sa ‘the “spirit“ which engenders mr al‘egedly :

dlstnﬁed view of histo rical meterlalism? . (Com. Gates's zeal to gave.- .
the youth and the "not-yet-educated elements" ‘in- the party fron "a
rooliah error which Is. exactly contrary to- ‘Harxian dlolectliesl thou%ht

. end method" is comracndable, but isntf he %uttlng it on rather thick

in any cuze, slnce I full to understsnd sll the'lmpll cauioﬂu i -Conm, .
,Gates!s reference to. the "spirit" whizh has cauvded me to. present R
Merxlsm ad_Hegeliaulsm, I shall arﬂceed to hnndls more . tangible th*ngs. E
Tt 1s because farx based himself -on the 1nev1tnbi‘itv
“of zoclallsm thet he could discern the law of motion of
_oapl“allst society, the. inevitebllity or 1tz cnllapse "

I whote-

B I had added, further, thet 1t wes this concept of the’ lnevitabi*--?
Lty of socialism that gave Copltal ita profundity, force and direction. =
Since 'Com, Gotes does not quofe this finnl stetement thnt foliowed the
above quotatisn, ‘X do not xnow his view of it., But Com.” Gates.leaves

. “no doubt a2t all that he considers thne above ‘quotation "pure idcalian,"

Lfrem which would flow the conclusion’ that, had LNnrx not based himse1f

. an- the coneept of ‘the inevlisability of soc'nllsm, he would have heen

‘- unable to percelve the Inevitablliry of ccpltnl; t .collapse, - "Yet,
ectuzlliy," concluded %iates, "it was becauvse Mnrx discaerned 'the law of
"' ‘motlion of capit list sacietv, the lnevitabllity af ita collqpse t that
. “he waz . nble to nf:'rm the linevitnbilifviol s“cialism. . o
o Reroad the nhove stntement nmna yau will see thnt whrt is 1nvolve

w here is nothing lﬂsu than the whole method of dinléi.tlenl mnteriallsm,
Com. Gntes'!s Interpretnrtion of the méthod of hisfarical mn tteriallam
tr-nafnyms dinlectica into the sheereat kind of emoiriclism, He :
‘evidently thinks that one 1ls scient!flic if one dls: serng, nnd then pre-
dletn; the diu“crnmﬂﬂt nrisos xut of codnmplation over nssembled dutﬂ

Tn fﬁrtunﬂtel using = 1m11 i poing af denqrture, the bwnrgcnls
nnd pekty baurgeﬁia critics ~T TnrX proved, %9 bthelr oun antiafactimy,
that Coplial 18 ~n unaclentific work bocnuue Harx had belleved in
sﬁCIQIIsm I3 DY bafarn. he gﬁfhrred dnta obout ‘hc econsmic orgenism ol
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Capltalism. ,5eyo;l.utipnnry marxls) S - other:hand, Jasgerted that - .
h;djmnrxfnbtnbﬁsgﬁihlmsﬂlﬂj3nﬂtho;¢ﬁby1tﬁb£l1§$§b .:g08knllam; he could’ -
4not"hnvefqiscernathhe}law‘af'cnplpalkit,collquﬁ‘Vnexﬁpuia,hnveﬂbeﬁn A

unnble o getidut:of the web of. capltallat phéndmenn-to. perdeive ita . ..
contradictory:essence In this.oage O ctom-amEsaliag . must e really g0
“Wack to aséhAceptiininfiscience whigh g g0 narnaw in3: o, buxry the, . v

‘dLalectic In the; debrisiof pragratism?

U Let ma refrosh Com: Gotea'simemsry with Rosa Tuxemburg's revos
lutionhry defense. nf the historic ¢dncept ofythe inevitabllity 20
§q¢;n11gm,naga{preronulslte taﬂqigq;eptific \ :

Lradl e D ; L o T em ey
i %ymat precisely was the keyuwhic nabled: Marx to open the door -
£o the secrrts 5L, capltnilist phenomena . md 39dve; .na if In play, the . - -
Cprobloms that wWeps not-even suspected by theigrentest minds of olngalc .
.bsurgesis;pdlit[dlecpdnsmy?" asked Luzembarg in"her ieform or Revolu- ..
ﬁfg&..;"It,hhsknls\cdnqoptian of Fanpltallst ‘econvmy 03 _nn histaric
phienomenon<=not merely In the scnsol recognized ‘in‘the beat rr cnacs by
gsisv eponpmlsts, that 1s,whern it concerna the foudsl past of
eaplinllam—-#bub. als> in 35 for ns Lt conserna thHegsrolnlist future af
the warldg™ gis paswsrod, “na proceeded Turther’ to, explnin: TTine scecreb |
of KarxVa .theoryiof vrlue, 5f hls nhelgsis of (thé peoblem.of money, of
his-theory of. capltnl, of the thoory of: the ratc of profit, ~nd son- -

secucnkly £ the entire cxisting ceanonlc system,:.is £ound In the:

' ¢ransitsry charaster of c-pli~Jst cconamy, the inevitablility of its

;' .gollnpae, lé~ding--nnd thls is snly znotheb - gapect of the same pherom-~
.ensn-~to sncialism. It 1g-.anly beoeaiuse Morx: ldsked of cnpltalism from

“the sool-ltst's viawpoint, thrt i, Irom the DIStoric viowoslint, that W
WOE ennbicd o decipner ohc niorAliyphlics 2T gopr<cLlist ~eonomy,  And

T¥ L3 .precisely bogcauzc. e To-k Lo Svclollsk vwiowpoint ns a palnt ~r

. depnrgure for hiz nnnivsis of bourgeild sSoclety,: t . B
‘positin to _flve sTlontirlc base £o the soclallist movomenb, {Ibid, -
"p. 8%, my cmphasls, &) .0 T it e L e o o :

e e g e b i Py S A .

- It is 1mpaaéib1e1thnf n» leader of nsur mivement ghauld be unnware

_af-this clnsals statement of the concopt of the inevitabllity -f
‘goglallsm as the only.passible basis for sclentific soclallsm, Why,

. then,did Com, Gates ignore it? Is he ready to-clnss-this among the

M3511ly. thingo" that have been sald 3an the subject of incvitability?

" Wns Luxemburg one of: the "enrly socinlist writers. cnd thesreticinnd
{who) derlt writh thig question in o false way, more preclsely, in nn
1donlistic maonner, trenting s .clalism as thaugh its realizatlon wna.
wubomatic."? burely, the guestion of "automntid ty" ~ppears nowhere in |

@y outline,; .Agnlnst whom is Com, Gates nrguing? Hore lmportant still,

. winat is he arpguing ngninst? Con, Getests key to knowledge 'ls a Key N
thof flta meny locks, but opens fow doirs, <nd ilenat of all the door t2
the Mapxion dinlectical: methoad. : . S : : _

Cam. Gakes nnpears much ngltated nnd 1 dn not doubt his nnxlety

ta save "the inexperlenced’ from the Ypurce Ldealism®, if not sheep
meeatizism, -f Farest's views, Bub, in his desire to acecompllish his

w i1z, he hss freed the "nag-yot-educnted" from ag many ungpecifiecd -
fuallw thingsY abrat the fnovilabiligy of sncluiisnm, that he hns 1&f6 .
tha d>~r wide 7pen ta one philcsaphic method, the method of unndult-
‘fratod teaplesn progaebism, o Alns, he himself hns walked Into that
SO0 danye heakh i fhe molter »f the tnevitabillity ~f aosclnlism na In-
tYe wnnlesls of tha law of metlsn ~f ornttaliat gagdetr, hila athaor
cerlticism af omy putdiuang : i ) . .IS‘B
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1T, The Slngle‘Cr-pltﬁli..:t Soctety '-*f,‘, “,_v._,'iﬁ.—lg:wo dTr-

1 The Outllne of anita‘ nnd the Pussinn Ouestlon_

COm*xGatca vlolentlv opposes

outline'

. . "The ceﬂuralizctlan of tha meana-cf production ends, first, ln -

“tpustification, and, uttimntely, :in statification,,.Thig dialecSleal

. development is :acecompanled b; sentralizstion reaching:c puint where'
4he entlire soscisal cepit‘l is-tunited; eLliher in the hands 'of one singlr
canitnlist, or in thoae of a slﬁgle corporation.'" :

Com. Gutes accuses me of comhinlng g vislbla fnct about capitnl—
ist development: (centralization of meons.of production and trustifica-~
tion).. with a rossible development, o proghosis ninde by MHark in
recognition of a tendsncy." I hove thus mnde it "appear that Mark
unconditionally precicted the realization of the tendency,, .Forest
haa nmputnted Mérxts thaugrtto aerve her own - endn." May I ‘ask: what

x Mg nﬁsﬁérﬁfhnﬁ,JCQm,'Gates deséends fram_hls'iofty reulm of -’
unconscisus splrit. But he descends nost upon the ground upon which

the dlapute %is being held =--my Qubtline of Capitnlnnbut uharges ‘boldly
into terri*ories unchn"tered tnere. ’

For the banefi of the readers aho nay be unaware that Com, Gates
hes by now. entirely departed from the OQutline, ond who.may be further
mystified about. the abstract persons in whose hands .# passage from = -
Engels?! antli-Duhring "has’ been mutllated, misrepresented and mlsin~
terpreted”, let me Imrry to Inform them that the passnge quoed by
Gates has- fndeed been used by me“—nqt, it la:true, 1In the gutline,.
but 1A myroortieles on 'Russia (See N.I., Jan, 1947), Now, place The F.
~ Forest of Hature of the Russinn Foonony next.to the F, Forest of the
. outline, ‘md, you will=aee that, to serve nmy. “oun. endsJ I have™not
~.only "mutilerted" ilarx!s statement that the ‘extrems: development'of the
law of centralizotion 1s resched when the entire sdslal capltal is -

‘s-neentrated in _the hands of "one single capltalist", but have llke-

- wise mutilnted Enpels who had written that strtificntlon of the means

‘of production "does not deprive the prouuctlve.forces of thelr chara-
cter of capitzal.” Aanddll this, dear renders, ‘I (porddn me, the un-

saed perasus) 2 d "”or uhB sole purnoae L proving that eaplta llan
exists in Russic today," .

) Finnlly ‘the ¢at is out of the bug,- ?hqt ia bothering Com. Gntes
is not my Outline, but my Russinn position, 'I¥ he wishes to dlscuss
the Russioh question, why not say so?  For six yeara I have ‘been. .
‘writing thot Runsla 13 as tonte capitallist soclety, without tso muceh.
respsnse from Com. Gnteg. IT he mnow wlshes to"engnge in such a dls-
cussiﬁn, I am rendy as I always hove been: Bubt I shall atrongly
reslz orinslng thls dlspu+c ints nn educqtianq; Qutline of Jnrx'
Cnnif .

"I am spposed, "argues Com, Gates, to presentin thearv in such
o way that the reader is forced to nccept lmpllcntlﬁna which nre
cantrﬂv" to the spirit of Warxist ingulry nnd to pwwfy nolley as
well, {1y aemphnsla, f£f)}
i5|9
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'r-u-b:,r Reaslution on the queatisn”hi ‘Mapxis theory 2f ¢apitslist.

hqt is thn pﬂrt_,' palicv an the qli"s'!:la‘l? ‘I wns unqvmro af any

P

praoduction, ..I am nwnre of n Par (: 7-Besalutisn on tho ques..i 1 that

" Ruasia 13 o new soclal :rder, “b‘u_rc"ucrﬂtic ‘gollectiviam? Bub I '~‘;'
shall leaveithe questisni uf parby 1133" 111 Lrter, snd.mov limit -

myself to n defensc 5f my Ooukling, Par from vlolnting "the epirit

9T Marxist Inquiry,'  my oUtline. is‘'en’ attempt. nt papularlzing Harkxts

monunment ol wark, I 13 the fipst’ vénture of lts kind in the Tratsky-

- '{st movement, Com. Gntas evidently dres not tink highly af ‘this
“yenture, Good.® -Put let us come o’ gripe. with the problém invplved,
. ‘ané not hide behind the shield, wh:: correctly represents the uﬂrty
policy, nnd. \7h'w goes uat, . : _

2'. "‘hc Prﬁblcm r“‘ Stake

' Be"ara ‘nig’ de"th in 1883 qux was wr:»k*ng an' n new German. oditi'_m
of Crpital, In which he was incorp:or rting tho changes he had intro- ‘

duced InEﬁ the- French edltion,’ E?lgela cﬁ:‘rploted the warik, ~nd Cagitu.. '

ds we now lmow-1t includes these chonges. Mapx n'\nsidercd these
additi-ng t» be 2f such n serisuz nature thnt headviged the render

Y wh> waa ﬂenuqlnted anly-with the. sriginal Germ n edltlon af his work- to

¢onaul$ tho French editisn since "Lt possess n solentific vdve inde-

- pendent of the ariginnl," (Dona Torr: oditl'm, p B42). - From the
‘Mselentifle value™ of these changea ifinrxists. of this generntisn have
grent lcqsan to le rn._- Let us seo haw Geo tcs graaped thi.. loss=on, S

. Thc nsst i. partm'kt af these chnng;e:a includea the passage. presently
untder dlsputec, whilch reads: "Thls limit would not be resched in -ny
articul~r saclety until the entlrersnsial: c"tpltnl wasld be 'ﬁuiu(‘d,

.olther in the honds of ona singlc- cnpitﬂlist, ...r ln th:).:e ﬂf me
© wingle c*rp::r'x‘bl:\n._ (Gﬂpifol I p. 688) L ol

' Gntds hags much, t:: say ab ut my- "r:mtllﬂtion“ of Hnrzx, but: whot - hns
he to say sbout the poasage ns linre wrate it Supposing thot I stated .

thot I was vrong, In 1947, in a bricf surn-rmtl.'\n of the Cirst vslume,
-a few shart pngos ofter the ourto was m-de in full, #% tn use the -
woprd "is' . where Harx, in 1875, used the word, "wauld” “how w-auld thnt
.ch~nge anything in the crucinl mattor as ts 'hether h"zrx did, or 4aiad

not, pastulatc such zn kbwtrﬂutl'\n as a lecn single thp!.t list T
s*-cie‘-sr"-‘i:%w : . e . e e .

So..befuddled hna Gntes bec'amp -by his forcod qtte.p,t o *n s_dx.cc

the | Russl~n guestion iInts the dispute’ on the Outllne th~t it 'Is.

1mp—.ssib1e to nnke hend or €2 11 ~ut af his arguments. He bepnn to .

# The ﬂ"j'\rit:" *af the cwmrﬂdc:,, unf-\rtuvlﬂtel '_"r-c in no posi"lﬁn t--
‘Judge for themselvesz since, due tn 'nhwt"gc 31‘ ﬁq"uor,' 'ml" ﬂ'rm: ..'\piﬂs
%P tho Outling hnve been .relessed, }

e 53::1. Gntea 'vritns as 1T T hnd never given the full tcxt sf the qu::-

“tntt-n., ¥o drubt thnt utterly fnlse ‘tdea =rlses fram the fact that he

rushed B~ ¢ riticize 2ne sockion 'br\i.‘:\rn he hnd had "the apportunity to
examineg the whole -utline caprefully." The .crmrsdes can I‘lnd ‘the qu:-—
takion whan the Quiline s relensed, sn p.43, -

iz Bhenries of Surplus Value
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. »p c‘:mnle{:ed pracees
fin a) scn?-r:n b;.wh 'o»»grimama ALeal,-stmicturersug ﬂ:ﬁ's .soma’chmg which
‘Unrx' dld notsay; -ex*o;icitlv ap- 1-1pliu.‘!.t1v." {The" lns{; threa wards
Jere un derllned hy r:xe, ¥ET e . ;

,-,‘m-e :.rm. n::t: ....mplvln,_,, Cam Gates, *hhm. sinco. nqmc s'tid th vt th!.s, BRTS
'extre:no‘liuit 9. the: law of centralizntisn "would not be- reached un-?-il
“thak, in ‘debun 11ty, Marx did. 15t Mexplicktly or implivltly
.f:rmulf:te;;' vche thodrctic pﬂssfbllity? Ifthat 1s.s83, I con -mly -

3 : ‘\urht.,.ta be'a 1imi¥ 3 whnt cnse one is per'nltted to
7alse ‘af. o “gr-xmmqﬁic-\l canstructiﬁn"f '

_:pln_.n-ng his c:m 7 d ct:rv st‘mtcme*ﬁ: C'\r' Gntes

fphe’ tnsk af ..mrxlats tad"y 1 t') determi“xﬂ how tendenales -
develop, whether nr not they have been renlized TH modorn.
gsclety, or-whethor -:-ﬂc..y -hAs t"kcn sther turns, in ﬁgp:s-
11:1:::1 £ tne unnd.e'm :

© &nd w!-.»«..t turn hns ﬂ’\dcrn s-:c' oty‘ t'\ken "in appoaltl—\n t‘.-a tl‘e

t!:ndlen ¥"? Gnteés hns nothing to affer. s#ues He Urites thnt "The Big
“B-urge- s io, the. dominont monopollstn nre com pekled £ 2 nsse statl-""
 fienti-n," .Since they. are compelled. to oppase, the “Dp:)sitf an ennnob
be nerely bocnuse .af their Tres wLlL, ther would prefer notits hnve
. thelir wess of pr--duﬂt'-a'x atatified) -:d"rxisus, An 7oy ense; knmow o
- that b:urgonls gsclety Is gavernoent' by ‘cc'\n:mlc lowa, -.ihnt‘ econanmic
lqw c""lEola the':-. At ‘Jppase st..t’i‘lcﬂti‘*n" .

: Com.-’ Gates. cﬂntlnues. ag n. :‘:mtter of. f:‘.ct, tw-\ pnr'\llol devel:m-,
mc"lta ::-ccur 'n nmadern ‘b‘\urgo‘is s;clety snrlngl'-w fr'-'u o cormon gnuse,”

- "'hosc iﬂclude centralizﬂtl::.n in = givcn s:ciety, with which we £re
acquninted, ~nd “the tondenc ,u-w--'rxrd vorld monapaly, toward the single
vorld enpltniist trusE, ™ What Lz thelr "Comman c-\usc"? The 1aw »~f @ .

‘centralization? . If so,. the MTtwo pﬂrqllel developrients" are not
appasing tcndc-m!.os but dilfferent maonifestatizn: ~f the sme: law, :
- I Thce parallel tendenclos are 1ppasing tcnccncics, then wihat ¢ arzaon
gsource 'dt they spring fron?  Surely,. 1t wihld bo » dlscrvery warthy
"~f nnte 1 C“"'l.. Gntos had disc erneu am egnn- -mlu lecw that had nof boe't.'
disccrnf‘d n-.r Earx in. hla Tine. Sy Icec it & seeret?:

< In my cnso M--m. aid not pastul ‘to. the variant ‘of- a single warld
trust; ‘.(".u-!-sk'g ad, Lenin contended t:hm., clvc-n the inteor-imperlinlist
rivalry and She sharpness ~f the olass 1zgle, auch o prasibllity
“vins "nnt c*ncelvnole" "Thias writcr. ‘-hinks thnt i such n passlblllity
A3 pocwr, thnt ls, 1L n qin(;l«*' sarld trust exlsoted ond the world

#4-e epe ghopital \1;. cn |ur‘h ta ui"-!rn["\ d the instnnco »f reprivne
tlzatizn f g=e deariplt industirns in dazl _Gernnny it Cam, Goto
clbien In 2he hnpe l--mf- Lt 1 suly -n in.. ﬂn..e il n o~ bendency,

52 !
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gdballvhed-'wo wwuldﬁﬁowaa AT rIng in ﬂpl&ﬂlist
But what hqs 'this tn.da- with "tho outline? -What) rolatian to
thu 0uh1510 hAg . Gates’s fupther Pililta  BA The quostisn-af stete -
capitalism Munder canditi-ns of pralouqri #h stnte powert? - If any such
.atnke capiltalisn - were impiied in my: Qutline,’then, -indeed; the 'spIrIE“
which led me ‘toa0r u+i1qte",xurﬁ_and miscduente, the youth, Turned. L.:
:x pround And | mutlluted (with-ut. ouatntlﬁn mﬂrks) my awn.point af vlew nf
) Hussin aa- n~st te c"piﬁ llst EDuleuv L )

Ag"lnst Wham.ls Can. thcs arguing when ‘he. frign thhu““”e hﬂve )
nlao learned tadey th-t mere natlona lizqtian, ‘oven where Lit.is compl etea,.
1€ 18" na*-neccsaaril? rragressive..."? Iz he ﬁrring t5 sguare things . .-

“with hia S Ang the partyls pnst pasitiﬂn‘ thot: Phe gocial srder. -
B o Burerucratic: ¢3llectivism ig, dlstinsuished- from ‘the socinl order of
_cqpit xIism. prim:rlly .An that  the, fbrﬁcr 13 braed upsm new ~nd unore .
ndvanced firm af property, nsmely, stite nrﬁncrty.? {Sece rﬂrtW’s Thn51'
Q; The RUSoi"n anﬂtion in the bull x5 in undsp that nﬂﬂe.)

S Suhelv hc Tfonti qrgulng nglnat Fopeat, who, bk 1n 16;{,,thbﬁ;:%b:

~Eed u-"cs:1nt*ﬂn whizh gstated that.stnte c"pltrlluu, vnder LH3t~Xitar- -
len'politlics, ﬂﬂde Russls a "fﬂscixt stnt "I VWhat 1s babhering Gam.
Gatcs”-- o S S ] .

1' © In sne placc, Com. Gntes writes: "A dincrete examinntlsn af
bourgeols sisclety revesla that 'tho centralizafi-n of the nenns of
prsuuctinn' hing not rngwhorc ended 'ultiﬂ"tel? in stntificntion, ™

in "nathor plnce, ‘he wriltes "St nt*f%cuuiﬁn of ceonowmy 1z £5 be
faund snly - in one cﬁuntry in tho . wswlu. stﬂl‘nlst Russlu v

: After sudden . dﬂlttiﬂs the etisteﬁce ﬁf thc skt tiflc"tlﬁn af
" praductisn, Com. Gntcs rrkeg two gualificnti-nsg: (1) It camoe nbout in
Rugala os a result sf = proletarinn revslutlon, . rnd (2) "stn tiflc wbian
rcvcﬂls 1% sclf now ns zn ~nti-capitnllst tendency." ) o o '

. Onl7 one point noeds to be made reg"rd‘ng the firat qunli v"tiﬂn,
Cond in OaS"ﬁcc, Marx hes mnde thicot point begk In 1575, Hight brlow
+he disputed passoge, . Marx wrote  Whether ccvtrﬂli““l!Zﬂtiﬁn is -
accompllshed by the vislont nethad of snnexation...or whother the fustio
sf a number of capltels,.. Enkes place by the smsccther method 58 -
Jrint-stock cﬁﬂpﬂnj fﬁrmatiﬂn--tha ecﬁnﬁmic cffnct POﬂ"ins the sr ne o
In ~ny cﬁse, I wins nﬁt uriting 2 histary af mieclety and wns. ﬂa*
Interested In how statificntinsn had occurred, I . was intcrested anly 1ﬂ
fpacing riarxt's “nhnlrals 3f the laglenl drvelospment of an economlc 1Aw
nf cﬂpitﬂli“m~-"entrﬂlizq+lon 5T £he me-ns - af praouctlﬂnn-‘n srder Lo
ahow. th~t n-sne of the ecomonle laws we snalyzed asbvianted the "nhaslute
penconl 137 "This ultliminte development. in nd war", I wrote on p.os,
anvus crpainlist production fpom ita 'Yabsolute penernl lawl--tho -
Tezerve apwyof lﬂb*r" which signnla tHE - ol capit~lisd.... The
JInw D me 1ﬂ1 L ltj;&iﬁ suclety Is tberc are the 1w of ita

o j—-...n-‘-"- TR "“'_“' '

an,f nz2lly, wo rwuat den th the accond qunllflGﬂ*l n 2L Gntes,
. thnt "athtificati-n revenls : asw s nn antl-capltalist tendener,
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