October 5, 1980

Daar J¢

After the lengthy time 1t took me $o write this, I
"should® be able to offar it ¥ithout apologies, but that ig
unfortuntaly not true, Section 3 of thie rough drart 1s S
partiocularly mouph hewn, and altogether too dlsoursive. 3ut it
ie the Pirst time I trisa to pin down Lassallont ex and to do -
that et 211 well without ‘noving Lapsalie's work ig of courss
impoasible, and unti) Gwra = 85t dovm to theme works thaot
part ghall have %o ransin Just a bunch of notea, But ons thing
I do foel about the M8 ena that 1¢ that I finally do have Oh,X.
of GRITIGUE and Ch,I of OAPITAL, internslized and so soite day
wlist im internal will have to externelize Lteelf, Thigs ie¢ &
down payment for %hket "asome day"®, .

L A U

Yours,
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Let mo pgive you an idea of cne single sentenses Part 2 of a pars
Ricardo"s method of thought was esentially Kantian, {7)

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

We do thie in tha lact geotion of State-Capitalism and World-Revolution,
Pm}'.

Biiow the enception that A had of workers organisations, a1l in dirent
slmplo, straightforward sentencen, ' - '

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

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, Hagel,otc.) mad you must dut through in the gane way,

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

Party., At overy 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,

Commmist Menifesio, Satatc and Revoluticne Imperialismes L '
Nons of them iangled up 'in-a lot of valus, Don': write on Value, 3t form.
2nd form, ‘oto., talking to some of us 1ike Grace, me, you,. B

Write for Johay, 81, Everett,. -: . _ . ‘

You may £ind you esmmnot,. -Than wa'll know, To. did 4%-4n 560 & WRj- Grace had
Bons terrifis formulations. = Are you eatisfied that you'sald all you wentod’

b way in 1sb genadan of conveatlonj: and its difference with way you said it =

. £irst 4n Pitteburghy

Riocerdp. 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 conoepiionsat the time of the writing of Oapitaly lst od,
Howsvery it was the Parls Oomtnme whioh changed completoly his com aptions/
Bhas dlstlaguisied Yne Fadis Commme (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 o war pamphlets Here 1t im with my notes.
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Helloy
You w11 pleass forgive me for tuking up 4m generul questio when enly
the concrels should be our concern till tha dats, T &vod roason for that 4=
that it was the cancrete~-our organiration that made me think of the general—
forele It wag In feet twat which unde @ & me search for Marx'
s What we

pamphlet, so det me o
away ot tHs polat dact read it t1i1 after date)

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 outs Watoeh this devslopmenty

{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
cppogzed $of To the commotdty, tho mwmwwa

fraa outsida pompetition end despotic_inmer pian, :

(2) Having finally Zully transoended Ricardo, Uarx thon setilsd =:ores also
with one sspact of proletarian agtivityewths First International shich he says
in the Critique of the Gotha Prograueio wae ik rirgi Riotorde form of this
aotivily and no longer suitable, ¥y? It is clear that the First whish wdsr
its hroadwings sheltered evoryons from Eritish trade tmions %o anarchiste myst .

bo replaced. By wiril

(3) Lonin 18 the first to anower that. Nots that when in .190C he foughta
sconomiste and geve & gensral answere pot meraly trade union asctivity but
politice~-overyons is with him, but when he gonecretiess that angwer= definition .
of party mamborshfiy, thero is the split into Men. and Bol, ' Now everyone from
Karl Xautsky to LT wents to forast thet anczor, -Thails suall potatotew, they -
say, m incident, ihat wasn't what cauzed tho splity deeper, mors political P
toazom  blakyblah,blih, -But that was not ingident but eezentee, It diseiplined -
1hs intellsctual by the preanization, the proletarian orgnnixatiym, i

(4)When the Third Int. couldnot 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 activity=-the part;‘,m no longer it, _ :

. (5)When organismtion 16 so imherent in 12 year olde an to have a comnail
of war with minister of war et al ag genga do, while our organisation is dip-
oursing pw lotarionization not ex sending people inte footory. but as putiing

a stanp on the party, nﬁn luaders, of party, wohave ranched & new formy n
now category end must watoh ths dialsetio of that ng the overything of todny,

)
hings

%
Tomorro® I will bs basck in NY & the concrete work of these/you want for pamphlet,
I fold rested & onlnm 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 firet
week, but it iv ap well we know the new conceptiuns that will form the under-
lying nesumptions of the present writing ss distinguished from the many
vravious nntes.

First there wes the convention and the central axis of @apital
-=cooperetive form of labor vs. deepotic plan-~began to hesume conorate
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 perty,and &-yonic_ tendenclea Appenred in concrste organiza-~
tional revealed for the first time how concentrated a fobm of prolsterian thought &
activity is the party, ‘ ) ,

Secondly, the preparation for the plenum and the plenum iteslf

concreticed for me much of Marx's commodity-form

I did not see hefore. OSpecifically, that Chapter I of Capitel wes not only

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

or value-form, t e hilerious take-off of the bourgecis politicsl form=-

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

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

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

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

I'n thinking of coming inteo town Sundey to 1b tan to. broadeast,
and T would like to spend e few hours-in Slavic Divieion before I -wetuin, -
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 Mrs: Adams in the
ref. division The Chronigue of Marx's 18fe, (Tt is listed in thelir 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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Deer Graceg

Perhape no prefatory auch as I have written is noeded. But I.
needed it before I get down to the concrote mase. of material which as yeot
has essumed no particular form. So let's leot it be for the tima being.

It appears to me now also that there will be much material on the
question of the party which might better bslong in the Wkrs Party-Wkrs Stats
pamphlel, Lut we can shift Iatiers What keeps cropping up as terribly real
is the quesiion of Luxemburg, this time not ro Acce of Cap. but her theory
of spontaneity. Thic business of you can't pass & constitutional decres
#ggainst opportumisn; only the class strugsls will overcome it ik 15 ohe

. more way cf chifting on Yo the proletarisn shoulders a task that is that
of the Marxist theoretician. You see, she who epoke Bo much of spontansity
rejected the Sgewards Movement, and lenin who epoke 5o much of vanguard party
cmbraced the Sovietse. The dsvelopment of our own 1litile prouping and the
attempis to rim to the masses to solve pur problems makes all those disputse
s6 very concrete now, And in contrast to a sort of ad hoe proletarianization,
note E's plodding way of bringlng one conerete prolctarian to leaderashipe
AND DON*T IET'S FORGET FRGH THE VERY FJRST VRITING THE WKRS PARTY PAUPHLET-
‘TO INCLULE WATKINS. He was .not ldsted originally as an suthor. He must iow
bacomo one. ‘ ’

R




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

A few months before the most devastating wclu- tha world had ever saen
broks out, Karl Kaustky, the lending theorotician of the Second (lmrxist)
International, published a "popular vdition™ of Kérl Marx'c CAPITAL. Thero
is not a single word in that introduction that indicates that the book Kautaky
is "popularizing" is snything but o textbook, concerns iiself with the
prolstariat not as an object, = thing, but =s a living subjoct which is

actively, ovefy day at ihs point of production, revolting against it, '
xad has its own thoughts on the whole of bourgeoin seciety, and will be

the decisivé slement 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% theoretici&n.cf Merxism, | ;
recognized so by all, including Lonm, who rave“'ed him ashii teacher. Not
only 'that. Kauts‘-y wee no mere theorctician, hc was ths rs‘-‘olu Lonary lua.der
" of the greataat mssunrxiat Party, _the Social Democratic Pa.rty of Germa.ny. No
one disputed that fact, and Lenin ouenly arvied 'th:la par'ty, emd tried to

fashion hisown ‘Runsim psrty on that model. Not even 'hhe fact that th:u:

International Yad just '_voted '!;o ‘find ways to bring the Bpls}ie\lfiks md Mensheviks

together :l.rito one perty shook Lenin's faith in its . revolutionary character.
L.HW e Europear
Lenin wasmuch gware of the lmaneas of the/profesa:.anatp: rev'olut:lonary
and the Russien ‘than of the rliffarence. o
Then came August 1914, The revolutiona.ry Sociel Democratic Party of Gérmany
. ey -
voted for war rredits 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 ’m:lJ""up by

‘the mdvanced proletariat to destroy ite sy, iimekFEOEEMse, - Thic monstrous

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




-l
_}.Q
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 thinkinz.

30 now Lenin pat down to reorgenize his whols method of thought. He
turned to Hegel's SCIENCE OF LOGIC fcr the first time soriously. (mece 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 sfruggle.
The result was rather sbstruse.* But the situation nowwas entirely different.
Thia wasno peried of defoat of the peoletariat. This was a break-up of the

bourgeois . . ] .

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

So nowLenin turned to LOUIC with the concra‘te break-up of the Second bofore

him, thse concrabe differences of the Rusnl&n Bolshevik Party *‘rom that of

the Soclal Democratic Party of Germany prerlomina.tmg over the general 1ikenees,
And foir the firct 'bime he began to undarata.nd the concrete dia.lactio of

l!arx's Copital. "For 'x‘.ha past half cantury he would soon write aha.rply"nona loi‘l
the Marxists underetood Marxdl I'tis mposm.hlo fully to comprehend Marxts

Capital, and epaeoia.lly its firat chapter 1€ you have not studied through emd

understocd the whole of Hegol‘s g; .

The revolution +ha+. Lanin a&ieved :'.n his own thinking in 1915

Wy the '
vas the/only,way which enabled him to- conceive the self-activity of the

uroleta.riat in the Busaian Ravblution, The rresent bocks gom erne i;tself‘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 oN THE
DIALECTIO, IMPERTALISM, A Fopular Oytlipe, STATE AND REVOLUTION., The latter
Lenin had bfokan off&jfn the middle in order to participate in the actual
Novembar Revolution., Lenin had broken through all Marxist economic catogories'

and placed the proletariat in ihe center of ail problema.

This was his big leap and the great divide in Medern Marxism.

1741
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Lenin's development parallels Marx's own development from the
writing of the CRITIQUE OF POLITICAL ECONOMY in 1859 te the writing of
GAPITAL, 1367-73_.

Bath rewluﬁons in thinking were induced, on the ons hand, 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 tnok. 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 nesses af a- whole pa.rticipated. Its ghaps was not &
creation from abave, not even of +the advanced workers, but g mass sutburst, -
Tho interim period between the publicatim of the first edition of Ca ...ta .186'?
and the French edition, 18'73, witneasad t'w creatin. of the camune, é.
spontaneous outburst that not even Narx forete.w and which yet gave anape to

the first proletaried state in hiatory.

This too, will be daalt with in tha bo.ok' acit-seems 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 capitale~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 between ths

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

which escapsd tho theorist of apontaneify, Ropa Luxemburg.

- 1742




2/3/5:

Dear Grace,
Hore is the first section. I have no plen. I'm just writing
as it "comes cut". TWhen I will have finished there ought to ba enough
for you to be mble to write yolur chapterss Only ofter that con we introduce
s~me sort ofplan, and submit for reading to othors than the three of us.
‘ Zven then wewill be a long ways off from a f‘inal drufié to the membership ue

a vwhole, tut it ought %o be enough to get views from selected pespls both

in Detroit, on the West Comst and in the vouth. Wehave a long, long way to go.

R
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I-~ORCANIZATION AND SPNTANETTY

Today when the pressure of bureaucratic organization from the govem::ﬂ“
mentul appuratus to the trade wdon buregueracy bsars doss upon the worker so
that he has no room for any froe novomsnt the brda.lc-do'm of an orzanization
L&y bo mot with shouts of glees In 1914, howsver, when the Second m'tarnatiom.{:—

- the intarnatiomal organization built by Marxicts for tho fnevitabls eolianse of
bourgeoi.s soclety, ,i.tqolf falded_ up like & house of carda, .tha workingelass wag
: stum:a_d. Bhils the ¥arxists who did not botray and get aver the villent shock
of the ignomintous collv.pse ware in oe great diserder as ihe soclety In whigh
they lived, and tr‘xihto 'bring peaco by fighting for the gtatun gug which -
produced the wars -Lanin alone g;-::;z: :;e};.!:zevorsible breck~down of Ruro‘:sean
'nocle_ty ard a3l ihe ingtiiution, inc_luding the.’(_: of the Suc:_md International,

Lenin wantad td finish with the Second Intamationai 80 & tgpo of
ormixation.‘ But ihoau Morxiats who did not botray were not or ono mind with
h.'l.m. Lonin novur wu.\rerod for & moment aithar in hin total arnos tian,to the

. !mporialiut war or in tha doatal oppe ettdon 46 the Socond In-nomationa.‘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 bourzeods 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 LOGIG wh:lla working nut a now ana.lysis o“ Imporiniiom,

\ The violent nhock he oxpar-ienced when the Sooial Demonratic Party of Goruuny, ""\‘

with one millijon mewbers and two and one-half millisn in trade wnlen wnder its
aontel, woted for war eredits for tho Kaiser's svorament revealad tha.t the
\conﬁ rrdiotion was in himsolf,

~—
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Taoday imperialism, .’unpsriul!.ét country, inperinlist war ars on everyene's
lips. Ruesisz calls the United States iupsriallst, and tho United Statos
throws the epithat bask at Rusaise Similarly at the tura of the cantury,
" every acuntry but your own was called imperialist.
To this bendying about the word, imperiali-m, against gne'sn cpponent,
the iiberai addedr ail big induatrialls$ nations arc imporieliet. He then
procesded to produce voluminous statiztios to provs what the capitalistis had
alrendy sehisvedy ecartels, trusts, Byndicatés, or.isf.cd; the fin&no!.a.l oligarchy-
out of bounds in his homelnnd is a mara.udor all over the glove and partioularly
sa ovor 'backve.rd lands, The conelusion? We ought to do gomothing to atop
+the voraolous e.ppetitles of the oliparchy and sces thut the musses live in less
Vmisery. The first comprehensive study of the new davolo}mant of tmparialim
. was tho best-eimpe a.lism by Hohoon, which was publiuhed in 1°oa J‘cm
‘\fl*-w Weas g L0rn Ly o Atglens, Welf - wcamig « Yhondtft, ¢ \'Tl—i “":;C
By 1910 the Ha.rxista had added thoir beok o the growi.n nat of axpons!.
Rudolf Hilferdi.ng's Finanrce Capitol hy its vo“y -bitle emphanuad what thoy
connidered to be the primary fani’.ure of the prosent stage of cu.pite..ist davolop-
mant. H:llfcrd:l.ng demonstra:tad hnw graa.t 'l:ho cnpi"a].‘l.st combimu waro, and hnw _
suall the financial ol&ga.ruhy. 'I.‘hera wa.a an a:lr about the- ‘boox., dasp:!.to n.11 tha
telk’ about "dletatorship of the proletariat" as 5.f menopolistie contml
,L'{g_____ s the ana.rchy of the morkete Tha eir of ctebility, it in truey 13 wra.ppqd
in talk about ths "inavits.bility of poclslimn" but inevitablity was there )
bacause the mass orgsahn.ti.ons were tha‘y "o toke over"s Uhsrs there wes
ca.p!.tnlist Qinorder, thero would bo socialist orders v:lnlenca way be megessary ¢
in the process of “taking over", but thers was cortainly no‘[;hing there sbout the

need %o sgash up this ubiquitous machine io bits and W&x_

“$rom bolow and by themaslus,

the relations of men at the poini of producilicn,
The wdorlying asvummiion naame.d to be that n.w. labor organk erm,
would replooe the finnﬁciul oligarchy and do miernutionully v:tha.t +tho
bourgeoiels had done nationallyl bring in order and abolish euaxshy of the

market, the internatiool ocﬁpotition. '['he it ernutional _ggjg,m: ol %ne

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

Itis » vulgar materialist analysis. The workers never come out
as alive pubjeots with anything to way. But no one, not aven unﬁ dstected
that, 1In fagt whan tha war had aleandy d goont Intaruational
“destined" to take over had capltulated complotely and fully und were divided
only as the capitalists were dividod, goographicanlly, Eenin hed finished an
Eseay on uurg and in the Bibdlography .t;g:: Hiferding's ook us r work
thail brimg s 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-~
lmpoerialiem, which holds that politics of imperialism 1s bad .but the economics
mdght develop along the lines of u...tra-imperialim that iz the grgmisn-tigg
| of tha “hole worid, But the atkack is eaonomist.

Hew Lenin more than a decads back had attooked the sconomists in

his eowmtry and showed ‘that & reorganization of national capital, far from
Solving any arisi- of eepiiolism, would dospen it. 4nd he Had fought the
A mdoroonlumptionim ‘of Loxemburg, damonstratihg if you movs one inch away
from the relntlions 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 before” ihe finel inevitabls exhaustion d.'
caplialism, the proletariet will, eic. atc. But here he 'wn'u us:l.ng‘i;raaiaaly
those words “lorg before” thers will be a oingle world trust *eupituliem
will turn into its opposite", by which he meant socialism,

It was clear now that he had-been a Russisn Uarxist eont ernad with
& bourgsols revolullons He nad failed i~ anaiyrze oapitalimm in au advanced
couniry and yst such a land was the centre of the B:e_ond International and
that is precisely 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 aphorism aftor aphorism
"arx didn't leave us a logice But he left us the logle of Uapital.™

“Itis dmposaible to understund Capital, eepsscially its Iiret chapter
without understanding the whols of the logicsBoneaquently no Harzist for the

sast half contusy hes wderstond Gapital."
Hegalianisa
"Movement and selfemovemsnt. That is the coro of Mumziwax Thot 1a
what we must erasp, purify ke Marx did."

"isvement and gslf-movment. BB indopandent opontansous,
nesasnary movement. Who would have toliovad this ip the core of Hsgslianiomi"

reres

"Drive, iwpulse, suif-movement spentanaous aotivitye That is
what we rmust hold it, This drive it mado IEAPS IEAFS 1EAPS LEAPS"

Lerin keops owphasizing and repaating the dlaleotic truth thut has

-{J“":'-‘.A _——

da.hm;d upon him "unity of oppositde”, "iranaformation into uppoéito“,“.o"rar-
deeper connaption_n“ "gver gﬁator. oontbad.jl;otions“, "aolf—dovalo;éant_,f'. “the'
transition.  TRANSITICGHN mesm'cm TRANSTTION.™ #Abntrai:; and’ c,on_érc‘u#. _
Bbatract is & weapor: in the hands loil’ the ruling glasge Oonorete, ;onei'ata;., '

MRTEIIG M il L

L A AT b L AN

conretes The truth is comoreie. The dialectioc is in the concrotes

e

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

The uni:;;'r' of oppositos and devolopment, central to Hegol's objeotive

106X now glves direction to Lentn's study of Tmperialimm and with the emplris

conorats and aver-deoper connnections ha.is offs Iater we will meel agsin

-1

the iﬁpuile, the drieve, the spontaneous astivity for the man of owganixation

.y

knovs what moves the worlds

e

e ™

Trangfermation inte osit
a.)’cm' stition 'a.nd Monopoly
The empiric concrete, impsrislim, is the expression of momothlg, tha
stage of ecapitalist davelopment, But the concentrution and gemiraiimiicd of Sl

eaplial has o new quality, Tko syndicatoes, oartels, truste aren't Just a

"form® of labgesscale produstion. It ie a new abagluta, & new sategory oalledl“-

UCNOPOLY, Ympsrialicm is MEM6POMY. Oartles, symdicates, trusis are MONOPOLYs i
Thatis ite actuslity, esgencs and sppearance bothe Formerly large-sounle P
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production expressed itself in COMPETITION, How competition had beon
transformed into its site, Yonopoly,

But monapoly hea not transe

nad plague gach othor, and cammot exist without euch athere The greuter the

monopolies the more cut-throat the compeition, iho fewor the mon ~pelles, the
more intense the compeitition, and yet competition hae beun tranoformed into
its opposite, monopsly., And the dominaticn of nonopoly memns STAGIATIN,

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

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

) blharhliut Eoonomism and Self-Detormination ¢f Nations

Iiow thie transformation into opp_oa:l.te applies not only to econcmics
" put o politicﬁ. Freg comﬁatitj.on has moant parlismentary gﬂ' EELITe
Now manapoly ie so uoi*rzpting thet thexaximxmexx differonce between moparchical

and republtcnn rulo 1o of vary little dif:l:‘crenco. .m f&.ct. both kinds .'m
thair 1mporialist opprouion of roreign landn lsave abseiutsly nao dmcmy
| _ to the . oppreeaod lands, , ' ‘

'!.'odav when bourgoin domocraoy is totally banl:rupt that m,r cosm J:L!r.o
no. dinoovary. But in 1914-, "the war ts oné wars", #%hg wa.x for dmcraoy",
that was news not pnly to "the public" tut even ts his own solleagunu,

*ho Zron the imperialist state *the piratieal state” ay thoy salled it;
wished immudiately 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 oppressad by 1ts
rulsrs. Heretofore self-determination wag a péinc:lplo with Marxisto,

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

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

who all in their conorete fighf for demooracy act also ac backlli for the

B Ne Wty Mﬂv s % fep.Co* ,’?,..;1(,..1.\.. Lot . N g T oty tL!!’lY'fA'b ""; a"v:“ P 5
State P s ik san S Perta  Palree qa Serana g ekl 0 L L
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soolalidt ravolutiam whih is nothlny if not demoeratic. Horsover, prooisely
bacause the world is divided up smong tho Big Power and they are fighking
new for a pe-division, melf-determination is not unfeasibley you gun *nke
advantags of thei: divisions. Se he fought tho imporielist oconomism of
‘fuknarin endef Roma Luxemburg whom he told thui of course demcorscy 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 preleteariat it will be METHOD, ATH,

' AND END.
wi__stoe*ac of Jinboy
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

dialectiocal principle, everything hes its ‘oppasi..ta. Take lu.bor. ‘l‘hnre !.s

.1 cz“t" thot oxtogory. Labor. i "% gue b '“:'-..:t RaATS, oF a..a o:'g"_nﬂ...ad mass,

i wipstum of labor gas besn tranefomed :.nto its oppouita, the ar:l.s‘rocraoy
of lador. The nuporproritu of pmperinliem haa uushioned that ariatacrno; of
labore T!ﬂ.s in s word is the deep sconomig root of the fall of the Sqcond
.s..-‘—".."ﬁ tsr-w:tiam. That is what they .aprasar... i Listesrany of iskore
That i3 that lsaderahip and thel organization, bourgeniaz to thn 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 osratificution mixiads whithin labor 1tmelf, thus while we hawe s pgw
ocatagory, Monepoly, we have w split in anothar sategory of J.abox:. ‘Everything
hao its opposits snd what is the absoluts opposite of Monepoly-=¥all, it
imn't socindization of labor, Honopoly ie a TRANSITIGN when the fundmgintal
featuras of cupitalism have reuched their highest point and besn transformed
into their oppoaita. 3But Lenin siops hers in hie IMPERIALISH und the Notebooks
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on Imporialism which aro more than 5 times the mize of thes work ituelf, 573 pugen.

Ha Ianvas the suasticn span. I3 2a

No# let's catsh our breath with Lanin, aud ses how far he had broken
with his pust,

PRE~1915 Lsnin sess nothing new in imperialismj it is & catchword.
Syndicates, trusts, anrtels are o form of large-seale pnroducti n,

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

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

FOST=1315 Bees socialimsation of lator as a TRANSITION to gomothing
higher he doea not definey tut he links monopoly end socialis ation 8k onoe

) : FRE=1315 pees opportimiem of Secomd Intornntional as dus to
reaseful dovelojment of capitaliem. : '

POST=1915 soss opporttmia:;: ose siage of davelopment in ospitalimm
itself and the superpréfits of imperialism which ersatodan aristoocrasy of ‘lnbor
and sn Internsticnal to represent it,’ ’ : _

PRE=1915 cesw proleturiat as oue Abstract mass.
i FOST@1915 mees category broken infe mase, and arlstoerasy of
labor, and further divided boiween labor of opprevsed u.nld oprrespor nation.

FRE=A%15 sses Self-Determination as a principle of sosialism, .
espeoially naeded in Tearist Russia, to let Poland, Finlend, Ukraine freo.
, . POST=1915 sapn SELFDRTERMINATICN af aatioys has asquirsd a
NEV URGENCY and applies to Jurope, (What Eaat”.!mfopeag" $odsy wouldn't
die to zse his cowmntry fresly self-detormine ite fato from the Stalinist
totalitarian stranglehold, and what "Commmist Pariy" dares grant that prineiple)

: FRE-1918 Lanin saes thros consituint slemsnts of Nerwtes,

: POST=1215 Lenin saye dinlectics is the theory of knowlsdge, the
uwity of epposites heing not a sum of eximples, but anrecognition, discavery of
contradictory. pgutualiwsxslusiva oprosites  in all phenoms, ‘ '

The ocoatradiction in Lenin,im the contrudiction beiwesn tha

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

imedistes The breuk in philosophic methed ‘ook two vears of hard wark,

and oonoreto, wary ovnerste study and observancs of avery phenemsnon 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 groat lesps in theorir require & revolution in the thinking of the

theoretician proclsely because, even though Marxiset, he is not at the point
of prdduction end i3 thus divoreud from the real® classatrugple. 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.end atomic warfare. Our age has much to illuminate the two -

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

It's bapinning o assume zome gort of shape in my henda

When I get bask to Marx I believe I will have aleo solvsd the
problen of Lascalls. Remember how we tried to pin him dewn ns state-
capitalist and make him the real enemy but eculdn't bsoause although he
was thut he was never o theorotieiani Well, I got ii now, by workis
through the party. That litile party of ours 18 really somothings It is
11lumdnating everything for me.

R




IT*LENIL, THE RUSSIAN MARXIST

Golng daepor lower into the masnos is the en:-ence of Liarxist movemant

of liberstione But #ntil the first world wur broke out, the Second Intorma-

tional fesl, the study of Hegel and reotudy of Warx hnd 41luminatag 4h
vnelysis of tho advanced stage of cepit. lim*)'.ﬁﬂp\ln had not singled this
out =8 Lthe essonce, .
But wusnot Lenin a revolutionist and svery word ond actisn of his
conturod around the Russian prolstarist? Yea, the Russiom! Lowor and deaper
into tha m:::l:wnrmd seig couldn't huve meant going to the unss:!.lled an &
pseparsie stratn, It mesnt tha pmlota.rin-t as a whole plun tha lowant strata
of ihe pganantrv. 4nd that is whet Lenin edwed at with H..; slo.,an "democro.tiu
' dictatorship eof Lhe prolata.riat and psasantry."
So 'ban.:ward, 8o sand.-t‘auda.l was Russia that he had !‘irxt to right
“the Popuustn to huvo tho proletarint recognized. as the ravolutionnry forca.
In Russis Marxiem wus so popular emong the udv:mcsd workers ad thu iutnll‘.'.-
theorstiolan
guntele thet overy m/donned Marxiut clothings, tmd s0 am the Fopulists
altheush tbsy oln:lmod the poapantry ta bo tho rev olut:lonary forea, and one
thet oculd bring Ruaaia dircotly from aemi-feuduliam +o eumm:lm '&hrmagh the
- mdr, eomunal villages They would thus oBgups the miseries of th- whole
. eapitalist opech. ‘Rusaia in any oase, they argued, ocame too la.ta o the- Bone
to share in tho world market which wus controlled by the blg indusirial
povors sothat whatever indnstry Russia doso hévn, it 4a impo_asible for it to
“realize”. the profite t orefrom mince it had no markot in which %o seil it
Boods end the workers ware too poor "to buy it back™, The} fagtensd on
Volume II of Gapital "to prove" their point,
Now nowhare in the vglminouu detates arcund Voiuno 11, the.wmost
diaputed volume among Marxiste, does thers exist anything more poriound
and brillient than Lenin's mnswor to these intellactunls. Ths dialactiolan
shows himself in the fact that he does not limlt himoelf to mapahalllng ths

facks to demoastrat thut Russiam ian't okipping over oupitalimus Lenin goos




Insert p.l4 before last per.

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

insofar as 1t roflacted the interests of tho pgasautry in their surugels sgainst
ihe nobility and the survivals of serfdom, were revolutionary democats and the

Harxist proleterion m izt Fhsuuously support the peasent movement up
to the extont of confiscating the landlords' estataa; Wiile srowxing the Popﬁl-
ists what nonsence their talk of "people's production" (thot's what they called

ha demonstrated that

the mir, the W llags commune ) WB.B,‘TI »eweoepitoliom , far from being "akipps av,
wan growing on the comtryside and splitiing ﬁp the population into on ths

onoe hand kulaks or ;:apitalist i‘mors and, .on the otﬁer hand, the rural poopr
end the rurial proleturist, Gonaeucjently, pzid he, 1f you arse to ramein trus to

your democsratic ddeology, otop playing a.round wlth the l.i.berals the Duma

or you will ond up betraying the pessantry b tho copitdl ist farmers. :

Lenin aouldbe so realiatic in his approach the Populiuts (uta'r

Soolal Ra'ﬂ'oluhonaries) precisaly b&nuuse from the vorg sts.rt of hi.s utudy'

of the a.grarian question his golution for tlr-e agrarion problem was to lie :I.u
.the oeution of Basant comuitivame  And lm oould be 0 Boli beenurs, hoving
. Uyed tg,-‘érgml;y in Ggound Rent in {rolma IIr ni.‘"capi'bn.l, ‘4o know the bradke
up of a.m-iuultural relatizne aap:l.tal:l.am was introducing, the gtmtifiuatiog 7
“ef the pnuunt population, and t‘-nerofora looked fcr the gconcrate strata
who.were rmoot ¢ppooed both to tha nobility end the kulsk pig who would
therofere have to f:lsh'i; the landleorde and the nta.tc to get their lend, Ihothar
it went by the popular Anariean slozun of "forty-a.cres a.nd 2 muls" or by the
slogan of “black redistribution” as it dig :I.npl;qggia.-

. i ]"*:.-‘.‘;"1 )
Tyo main tasks for the boupgebis Tevolution he sat down ooncretoly

as(1l) semvocation of National Qonstituent Jhuqnbly,' (2) aming‘of the paople,
{s)pontioul freodom (4)ocmplete freedom and oquality of all epprossednatiml-
1tiee, (5) 8 hour day and (6) formation of peasant oomitten. This typs o:'

armoduprising sud establistment of a democratie ropublic/callad “demosratie

dictatorship of the proleturiat ond peasaniry,"
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into tho iheory of !&arﬁcadi;:ien the logle of eanitulist developmanty
{1) the underoonsumptionism of workers under capitalim, an undeniable faet,
doen not affoct in any eosentic) merner capitalist groducltion bociuse ito low
of davalepment o by ms.ns of ore-ter and greator mugsoes of machinory {memna
of production} and 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 riggmorole of mdéroonawnptiqntm and proved -
thut productiocn oreates its own _M_., Hzd therl Populiots so much aw posed the

Gugstion correotly, esked thomsolvos how surplus value is reslized mmsme

they would have sosn that answer ira:.-r.at".ie.toly as botl fact and reason of exin-

tence of capiﬁaliam.

(2} World market is entirsly extranacus to the fact, is & mauns of omding‘ .the
\ o systen of - )

real quon'tian, that crisen arioe from the relut* org of men i.n[nroduutiog
" #hsrg they are nothiag but Sops ;g a ‘hecl. Thorefore, ahou.td. there even n

rad __gtri'hution of the nationml oapital nothing wauld bo oo ved 8o’ 1ung as
Wurknreram&i.nod wugn vlnvesu ) )

Think of te Lénin, in ‘sirict thoory as far back
" as the tu.rn of the oo}itur;,r,” iv prodicting thrﬁ. ouch & phanouanon as Fdsoim ¢
wiléh hod the ihole gontrol of the national a:mi-bal and radin‘hribwted :I.t

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

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

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

Onae thows Laf feem Mo NEFEtlimery Lottt ¢ dhhqr @uac.uu
S_im couldnot be annihilateds’ Forth‘ﬁ tner’%apr on nor’ tempa-’"
ramont o.f man Wk an oxpresslon ¢f an Lmspulns . Sotten from doep objzative
forcess Clangos or meotionm of oldanees will inevitably oxpress that movement
ard when routed out ons door, will reappear in onothor is a different draes,
but #tlll expressing an objactive faet, Sush and such & developmsat of
eoonomy, in this sape the boginnings of cardta)imm &n Ruesia, will have but
ene true sbaolute opposite, opponent, the whe who ia the subordinote element

in the relatimship, in thio ozmo labop.

-




=15=

But the petiy bourgeoisie, eeposially when spltelion 1o not Tully devel opad,
thriven on spem lation, 5o you ¢m understand Lenin's grout labors to progw
the progresalve features o capitulism. The Development of Cepilalise in
Russia has this ne a task end for that reason socialization of labor 4a n
sort of hers as oppozed to the 2‘ ersonal dependonce of bonded poasants, =nd,
of .course, the devolorment of the pradustiva
counterposed to consorvatimm in productien and raresitims 1n Gonsueption dn
Teariat society. In 1915 as we saw ne broke completaly with this concaptian
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 univeranle, as well us the immodiate onega Praciae.‘ly buaause he
" wae so concrote and posoed so f'undamsntall,r the atruggles of the da; nt 1the
turn of the contury he was ana.blad to reorgenize himmelf in- 19;.5-1917. ‘

1.“Damocratic dicta.tcrahip of the prolota.riat I

and_peassntry” .
The outlandinh—aclmding 8logan, "émocratic nictatoranin of' the

N prolatar:lat and peuantry" wxR conaomed iteelf wi.th tha livi.np; forcon tha.t
"wauld earry tl;rough the bowgeols revolution angd replace ‘Toarimm, Befors
wogo qondeming; ‘these seemingly docprinnarie dlscussions, lot 'qa‘ rmﬁﬁ:bex‘ _
tﬁat.eaiuniiully #e ptill hava an unmolvad egricultural problem in”tho Souths
Parm ‘Ite'na.nuy 10 & soourrs to thie day and has not allowed for tha:.ru;i tech~
noiﬁgcal. not to say, humun revolution nosded theres The,powsr that thin seew
tion of ths country wields in Congress is out of all proportion to its astual
numbsr and strength .only no one dares fundamentzlly chullenge ;tha Renkins 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 relaticze therse
ure & shame end diegrace to this momt sdvenced capitalist cowntry end not

merely bosmiroh its name the world over but ars 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 bourygoesis pon~
clusiaxr and reorganize fetdlly pessant relations nearly 3 contury hack,
in ths United States

Hot by mscident the most profound study of farm tonaney/in 1917 wes made
ty thal Russiun lemin o illuminate the problems ne was facinp in Busais,
It smn f1luminate our yproblems to this day, -In studying shat Leni.n thought
and why pre-2915 sand why and what he conged then we study not en individusl
'but two gro&.t soolal, world problemas the bourgeols rovelution which gtfll
fecen ithe eolonical countriee mﬂ the socfalist proleterien che whosa
incompletion has bBraught the world to tha ZREx precipice w¥hers dacleion caa

no longer be psatponad,

Some Hupxists in faaing' the problam of +the overthrow of Toarism

ecould bo abatru.ct. teke the eusy road out and aay "Bocia.lism" for 11. ia o

_ fact ‘that ult:\matoly only uouialiam om solve all probal\ns. But Lanin. ‘bs-
cauds he took the overthrow of -Tearism seriously asa coneratn problum, _Iaq-_g
to bo- concrste in vark:l.np out a fighting progreom. He bugan with the fu.utnn
(I)Tnaria Russia waa & se mi-feudal country. (2)0niy the ..rargas‘b centary h..va |

big Pactorias and a conesntrated prolatariat. {3)The ovarhtidming
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SEMBToypiRisdadrE population wus pyasant and they too had a pa.rty-‘-t'ha Bonial
Revolutionary Party. ) Procisely beoause Russia was ar u.tuouraev end restricted
also the movement of the capiialiste, these nlso yeearned for itsoverihrow.
The hed a party of their own-~the Codets~-and a program--parliamantery
dmocra.o& and fres coupstition, like in Western Europo.\-?':éll, from Sosial

Domo rat o Cadst, ware funetioning in the Russian 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,
thcuﬁ uar:iats. dld not f]inch from anwwerings with tha nborala. Tt is
a- bourgouh rnwlution and Mm the 'bourgeoia must la.d it. The wrl:orl.
tior.over, have much to J.aa.rn from 'bourgooin parl:!.amantarima

| Lanin replied the proletariat s indsed being wiaugnt? by the
bourgooisi.o-i.n k3 7] gg't_o_n It hep all the “eduuatinn" 1% needa for %hils
capi.ta.liat mechenien arganizes, un:lteu and disciplinos the praMariat and ‘
glvas the impulse to revolt, Once thay revclt, they vn.ll have nothing to
learn from hﬂmois 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 ullioat 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 own revolution? Who will iead i, theoe Gadets? Whet boshi
Xymx Frecisely huause the rovolution is bourgacis the preletariat must
have the hamnny er 1ke rovolution vd.ll becomz the counter-revoluticn,
n‘ﬁr‘. without thut ne overturn in agriculiural relations, md no peintion to
the fundemental problems fasing us. ! |
Today when Indim, although it has finglly fought looco.
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the aantnr:l.os-olz.{ strunglshold of British imperialiom, and gotten itsolf
a parlimment with & great 1iberel leader like Nshru who talke big not
only ¥ the Indian nations but to ‘the whole world, is still facod with the
agas=2ld problem of faming reminiceent of the Riddle Ages, ws ean.bat’:er
understand Lenin's stubbsrnsass on the question of't with the liburals oxr
with the peassntry. But at the turn of the century this sounded quite
fantestic to way that only the prdlotarht cxn lead the bourgeols revelution
‘ ~=gxoept to Troltsky who mds ghort work of both the lenshovik and the Loninist
Yheory with his thoory of the paymensnt ravolutions
Briefly, it was this, the prolstariat, though small, iust have
notonly +he hngomany of the 'bourgioin ra'rolu‘ion bat can proonad diveatly te
the sac:l.nl:!.st rev::lutim while the peua.ntry with its u.tea.ohmnt to privaio .
propu'ty is, ﬂnt, a %ras.cherouu a.uy. and, sesondly, not uunean\. ated !._n
any great canters but gengraphioully -pread all over ‘the map,.: It'is a uhaoti:d' -

mollle

‘Lanin would not i:udg_e. Ho said you oan say what you wi-h abeut

the bagkwsrdness of the pesentey snd his sbfacks nt ts privete party snd his
d:’.surganhtion. The point is the e.ra'kificatim w:l.thinl 1t, and the most
rovolut:l.ona.ry ucti.on hap oz'guui.sed. You ua.n't $alk tha Sneial R,volutimary
Party out of uirtenu; ve will have to shnro powor vith 't.ham and that -:uJ.
ba the demce ratic dicintorlhip of the prolater_ia.t and peasantry. ' in the
msantime, ploase, anower me this question: why concretely ars you so often -
‘with the Uenshaviks who are with the liberals? |
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2. The pm!
Bo sonoretely also was posed the question of the party.

lenin ia knewn in hiatory #or the theory of the pariy, He kao baan
2landerad by everybady, from Marxists to reactionuries, for having svoa;ted
a wonster as If Stalin's counter-revolutionary monsiroalty, his elite, totae
litarian parly imdunything in common with Lonin'se Bolehevik Party. Let us
follow Lenin®os examplo and bs concrots and see what was the party, 1902-1914
when he was confromed with the total oollapse of the world Harxist party, the
Second International. |

|A2] the tendencies within Marxism hed hatled Lenin®s triumph over
the Populists, Then cams the debate with 'l;ﬁﬂadnomistu who wimply skippsd
over all the p-ent dobate tho Marxists ror'e'h'a.ving as "pcnm'sn, eisiaing that.
gince the workers! troublaa wers aconomic "therei‘ore" ihey ahouldnot consern
‘thennalvas with mutgcal gmioa, but 11m1t thomaolves -to Mld:l:ng :gdo unions
and f:l.ghting there. Lenin hit hard at then and the Mensheviks and Trotaky ap-
plauded 'hha:t, hdud, tha proletariat nesded a political nart:f ot ita o'm.. '
But tho uinuto th quution moved frum the 5___5@ oo of pu.l.:ltics VB, ncmomics
o the 291‘_".!'.9.?.! onens who lha.n be coneidered a Party 'sember, they sylit ail
wn78, E& sen %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
;rotmd and thuu obeaurs 1moddie.to consrot- questisns which will automatically k

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

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

around Hegsl's znalysis of ths comtradietion beiwsen tho abstract » the genorale \
" fzation, though necscsary, end the concrete; How that 'orku out s'?:uao by stage
is the pre'bln,w bsiract r“olut!.oniﬁm\and the gonorete /and :I.t is tho

noie rote Lenin we are study:lng.h.
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They split all ways beosusp all problems woere now concsnirated Miatn
their porty. KNone of them had disagroed what kind ofpertys all had said a
Harxist, & peolitieal party. None of them had disagroa:l on whethsr it should
"in general" Yo =& contralizadparty--thare wea ths Gemgn Social Damoorutic
Party, their model, and they were building ono in the undergrouhd against the
grestest autocracy in the world, Nohe of thom dissgrasd on the Eenoral program

a0

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

Ianin had gotian
centralism turned out to be the majority/(that's what Bolaitevik meene) egainst
the pinority (that's what Henshevik uogns). Lf’ fha split came on the pimple
problaus what conetitutes party membarship,

Lanin dafined party memborahip agons who accepts tho prinoiplas spd
belongn to a breameh, comes ts its mestinga, thit is, 1s g;uciglined by the
Prolsterien membsrship. The others said the aacapta.nce of party prinoiplea is
suffisient, go thut e.ny !ntelloctual who can wri 9 or talk glibly iu otte and '

good not ‘mork sny local., *You mes who was the domoorat--he whom .they ell

f \

called an autocratt And he was a domocrat precisely’ofrom the firnt e wanted

. to ptrl: the Eoletnr:lan stapp on the party, net "in geueral" ' but - concrota, in
averyday life, the Marxist htellectual 'ho doag not have +he disciplina of
-the factory, must at least have this d.tsciplino. |

| . Oy how thoy dacried Lonin'u daring to bring in the questian of
the fantory. You sees, what ha in -trying 4o turn our party inte -8 !aotory.,
Lenin ropliod slmnlys the 'orkar ia ‘subjected to the alavery of the factory
but there he alzo gets the §i30ipline, We get noither the one ner the others
is it I'rong %5 domax ses thet owr Uarxist purty acts ae the disuipl!.narinn
over us petty-bourgeois, anarchistic Art ellectusls, '

So thal wan the issus 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 genernl line,of the Germsn Soolal Dams raoy
He thought he was adapting to Russien conditions, and he argued also the tho
Dany eplits wore due to those spacial cenditions, They wers fasing a bourgeots

« 161
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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 sounter-revolution. The Cermen
" Scedial Damoof:wy wes facing a proletarisn ravolution snd were a Bolld maejority
ageinst the opportunist Bernmtein. It wes only in 1915 that he will ses tha:t
the German Socinl Demooracy, Menghovigm iun Russin, siuply gave the bourgoeois
answer whon it wns otill only a theoraticnl question whiie ihe Oorman variety
vill give it much hter in 1ife, in betrayal,

But Lenin the wnerete kept hammering awvey at Rusela aﬁd the

special problems faecing him end keoping the eoclalist aim as the overriding

com epte
ir 1017
How fthere are many who came over to the Bolehovik s:l.do,/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 wrenge But -
_i.t 't the little question of vho is a momber, but the yenl big poliucal
" quastions which later proved to de the revoluti.onary ve. the cotmter-revolxrkion-
ary annwar. ¥ho could have knowa thot 11: 19022
. Bu‘t the tnﬂh truth van :l.t wam't the grest politics.l pmblm.
ii was just thig conarote quesidon. Tast's what npplit ther, not tha othore
iir'hon the other aplit tham. thoy wers nlready on- opposj.'tu eidoa af the barriomden,
¥hen 'ths\nr broke out and the Intermationul colispsed, 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 German vas & ganuine
-messparty he had anvi;ed. Bqt his emsg orgun:{:ed for the gonqueat of pwoers
Then ke awkedhimyel? a question, when he conoidered the asonomls roots of the
fall of thol Seoond, ic it pomsible at all o organize maen partiu idar
cgy:ullc_rg’ for the sonquest of poweb? .
. .Just as MONGPOLY was the trannitien, and weoializstion of
labor was the transition to somsthing higher, se new tho question of the
party« He will not give & full answer wntil the Soviets appoar, btut he is
now fully prepared by his mode of thought to mest tha moon-towbrenk out

Rucsian RAsvolution, - 176 2
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IIT #*LENIN A2 THE POINT OF TRANSITION

the
Today whan/ono-pa.rty state ia a reslity which overwhslms averycne ind

has the man on thke ctreet quostioning whether it 1s the inovitoble handma.idm
of socializm the ex-radical is demanding from the capitnlist rulers that they
givo him the aonter of tha atepe "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 intellectual's
nind, TheStaliniet party is the Leriiniét_ puwty, 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.xpiad !i'th
the faoct that the/S::;::ﬁriat ‘had no ma.aaorgm:izations of its om as had the
German, And he did writo ﬂmt 1t was the task of the Marxist to bring aoo:l.alint.

conscloua to the praletax-i.at "from the cutside" au thra proleSa.ris,t would not

'othem“ gain 11:. But that :I.s groaiaa'l.x wharein tho Kautnkm 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‘na.rim. Theparty was to bs thero when the prole‘bariat burat forth
Bpoptaneousiy end its historios initiative would suck & political nrg:.niznticnul--

form. As ¢apitaliom mconscious;x arganixad, disciplinod, unitod 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 wan the uiress on organization,
The Sscond Mternetional ecollapmed .!.n 1914, and from hiu ntudy 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=
tivnary, The graatost beivayal was not the subjlootlive cepitulation ef tha
lendsrahip of the Intornational to the Kaisor's Goverrment/ The greatsst
botrayal wes thut obfectively tho Intern:tional was roticn to the core, rotted
by the exictence within itsslf of th. aristocracy of labors The wmuwk gmemy
was the aristooracy oflebor which had countarperad itz okilled, zxr!.stocmtid,
waorganized
cultured way of 1ife to that of the unskilled/masses for whom it had nothing
but contempte
By the betrayal Lgnin wan canghi as much off :ﬁxa.rd 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 mmpxioom excused the préiata.ria.t Itdidnot vxcuse Lenin the Uarxist.

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

of organization as an gutsi&e farces
At tho_‘s‘amo time it wae procisaly the betrayal, the omo__rgtlmce
in "l‘:ha réwlutionary proletariat i'_ts'eli“ of iis own opposits ias precisely whn.t
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 tharariétaaraoy 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 conceptk.of the party
was ‘was Lmmodlate; he was finished with the Socond 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 und decper inte ’
the proletariaty (2) at most his party, though an organisation uf;.‘\a,_milliou,
hud organised but ongsfifth of the proletarini, that im 4o eay n m .




ot~
the proletaviaty and (8) that stratum of the proleterict had become, as Engols
had ap aptly characterised the results of Britiinte Zongpely  res tion of his
day, & “bourgeois labor purty”,

Lenin now made his party, adapted to Russian oonditione which had

& stranglehold over any workers' spontaneous outbursts, into a universal Tor
all Wfarxist partiew, That ‘Beoauss it was the orzanization of millions,
but bocauae‘ it was the orgmniration #het wouldmuks oure 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
\

- proletartat 1e ancther chapier in l-iutory, end a.nother chnpter in the dialect‘ Cs

1, ™he sconemiae of Erd-IQISIHarxism

Tho great divide in modern htu-xisn ean be traced with luch

procision in all ﬁ.elds precisely becausy Lanin w.n al'says conorates In

July 3\93& he begm S8y ox Mnew, ‘Zero tofors hs had Hmitsd himself to
the problemn that confrontod hm in ‘lusala, and, thareetically, thrrt waant
Volune II of Capital.und 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 vhole:s I4 18-
‘the finset nchievement in its field, Bub it bolongs to pra-1915 !Iar:d.m. tQ

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

isgued by the Becend, sithor "popularising” Marxier se does Karl Koauntky's
‘6 etrines of Karl i » ox'exionding” it mg do Rudolf Hiffording's

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

forent uyu. will soon fesl weightad down by one evervhelnivg oconsideration,

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

(Life ns & Russian Marxiwt in Volums IT of Caplial compelled eoncentration on g
Produgticn. as apsinst underconsumptionime)-~he was nevortheless essentiaily
of the Second Internaiional and saw sociulism ar an orgenization of economys
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
a s!.nglo wrd sald about monopoly oxﬁept in a.gricultu.raa

. Now ono incident n.round 11;5 pu‘blieation roveals vhe.t 8 tremandous loap
' Lenin made siuce 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 oppositess compotition inde monopoly, a stratuf s? 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




ths Seocond and the Third.*
2)There is nothing in the Essauy of fesay, stammatiou, rptiing alive

features o%mnopoly- capitelismm which is listed hers meroly as “large-ccale

production" and hence no sorious anelysis of derjocragy ue the opposite te comp.

— -

sapitalice st this siogs of its tromefermetion dnts opvoeito, mon, oanifnlimn.®

Tn 191516~the distinction between prol-tarlan and bourgnola 'd'oacmcy will be
so compact thet viotorious mpeislism will have to achievs complote demscracys
3)The Essay meparates the question of taciigs from the ceonomic doo-
trinee of Marxiem, and a distinotion is drewn between it and earlier materinl-
imms which did not ses the nsed of przotical revo'lutionary works 1& 1215
" Lenin will :soepractice us & "link th the analysis ¢f cognition and a transitiont 4
and hence l.éarx elings te Hegal's criforia of prestice, The coup de grace o
the faluse divis;.cn aptabliahed.ﬁ 1914 s dsul.t by tholpubusher who omitied.

" that soction entirely. Lemin somplaineds But without revolutiemry taatios,

Harxiom io nefh:l.ﬁg. ' That is absolutelﬁr true but the quention iss how did it

#This brought him into cenflict mot only with the Beo0nd International that
betrayed but with the Bolshevik Bukharin who wanted to be rid of the “piretical -
irmperdclist state” with one blow and havs uothing more to do with miatiem. - .
Bukherin's semi~anerchism stemmod from his incepasity te grasp the dialectleal
relationship beiwosn Mompetition and monopoly and hehce his opposition to -
the slogan ofSelf-Dyterminations General, ebsiract political questions wers
jut in the foregrowmd by him and such revolutiomary actual strukgles of op-
pressed natione as the Irish Rebellion of 1916 phiokrsd, At firet glance it
wouldappear as if Lenin and Bukherin wers one on tho ecornomlie analysis and
ot completaly opposite endo on the politicsl ocncluaion which saam to rum
indsed oppowite to tho economic movement. in trutli, Lenin's 1316.cnxlysis is
whoily and entirely different from Bukharin who nees. the economic movement
from monopoly to state=momopoly and takes the eany road out with the ostohwords.
Plan, Lenin,'s analysis, on the other hand, fLrom the start, by analysing
monopoly &s the transformatiocs inte oppoaite of competition, sess bourgeois
democracy bankrupt, and send the conerets opposite to monapoly: ‘the gpproatgd:
pation as a natim. So tmt the inner dialectios of bourgecis damocracy at
this stage of imperialism revesls that full demooragy ie the apposits %o -
 gapitaliopmy; Bukharin doso not ses it and with many ultra=left phrasus opposes
Sel7-Dotermination. This 48 the first of pany battles the two have which
oulminete in 192021 in the truda union debate and the economics of the
transition poriod. Bukharin ihepretigally represenis the last footheld of
the gmnter rovolution in the workers wiate, snd staiin becomes itw physioal
embodiment, Purt ITI will denl completely with Bukharin.coixplen
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happen that the revelutinnary aonéit_lj__i_%n which ars ax integral part of Cupitel

wars dealt with thore only abstractly, but conorotely wers shifted into a meoc-
tion on "tagtics"? Whom the E&Eﬂﬁ&ﬁi?maﬂonu applion  thiz divialon of
rovolutionary tactics from sconomic doctrines, Lenin oalled upon.‘ the world
proletariat to coneider Kautsky the greatest enemy, greater ilan the diroct
rurderers, Schouidonun wnd Hoshos '

4) The Essay had alsc separated philosophy from economics es if Narx
maroly took the mystielsm out of Hegelian dinlectios and then wﬁt on to muke

YAy
his sconundic thwhy without rega.rd 1o aialeetics/as “the proof of &Rs theory

of olaas strugglo”s 19b—1§" “re mviaibility of dinlactica from gny pamm
aspoct -of Yerxism is by (1) aonug.dor:_lns dialeutisa 38 theory of lmnwl?odgq_
. of Hegel angd Marx, and (%) sbpoix showing thut Merx gppliod the dialectic of
_Hegel in its ratidmé.l forn to poldticnl oc-:no:ry and ﬂnt theréforo the pr&n-‘
oiplo of gg_lgm was -l'.he core of Hegeliu.nism and of revolutionary Merzism,'
5) The L‘snay, in enalyzing the econcuic doctrines of Marx, putn its
grontest emphasis on t‘na lu:w of valus a.nc‘. sm-plua value, Im hisl Nr.tu on
Dislectic howsver the greatost stroes ir on tho torm of valus, In fliii Eanaj
tho :rorm of wvalus 3.- doalt w.tth bnoame it rovcalu the Mta q;_ proouns nf

‘ exchonges In tho Hotes. the ml;?d.s of the fom of walue ie utronaod begause

of ita _d_qg]_.i,_x: (1) lgpical mnd (z] g}gﬁgri o In the Eauay he fairiy apologise

,..n-nlﬂ

for the first olw.ptar of Oapital by usuring tho public thet what sseas abstract
end purely dedtwtivo‘q.a in reality "a gigantical unlloatm of factual materisl®
In the Notes he zays thet comprehsnsion of/%g%‘ia%tu chapter of Gu.pitdi is
impossibls without the !mdorstaﬁding of the whole of the logios géon..nw
godd, did not lenve um a Ioglo but ho left us the loglo of Capit Tiis
to thot pch:l.naly to vhioh wa uulat turn to wmderstund the logle of %ﬁa
wholg social movement,  Lenin's development is part of the obloctive
dovéloment of oapitolism md its abaolute opposite, labor, from the latters
being a more critic of the bourgeois rsvolution, to reurgan!.zirh of-nelity .

on humay begimnings,




PART TWO =-KARL MARX'S CAPITAL, 13431383

T--Forus of the Class Strugsls

In 1844 in Silesla the weavers revolted, broke up machines,
end tore up the titlss to workehops. The nympa'k;hy of ihe public 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) Fordinand Lassale, who was etill & student in Borlin

- bk eléee.ér mowing Aafizord to socloliem, nsvortheloess 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, he wrote, meant inoal= .
culably more than tho fight for sbotract politfcal idborties,”surt as
a hrem boi;:g wag more than a oit:lsor; and a humon 1ife more than pelite

SE .. - - i e gt -
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The three different views around & single aotion of the young
proletarint revealed as sharp a diviaior in ihought betwsen the bourgoois

From l'the sturt. of his break with bourgeoia socicty the your
berore} Marx had his feol solidly on the groumd 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, i'i-s]_.‘d of one
Vilheln Weltling, a Journoyman tailloiy l

: ‘ politioal - 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

LT e

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

shope of ths p istariat with the dworf proportions of the worn-out h

+

political shoss of the bourgeolisie, ons must prophesy an atHote's

s
ELQEeTeY

- figurs for this Qindralla,® ;

A8 1t twmed out, Loth tho striking weavers and the journeyman

FRRILNRE S S

.tgi.lor"waro, unembers of & conspirctorial mosioty kno_wﬁ as the League ol

" the Just, Without J-oin;!ng 1t, Marx watched olossly its vhole 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 1ideas 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
commission Marx and Fhgels to write itz Kauifasto. .
Herstofore the turbulent fortiet looked as if they had uwndtec

the bourgeols demoerat and tho young proletariat in the fight aguinet .
Prusslen absolutism, Now the young proletariat would issue its inde= i

- L770

pondant uhnllemg& on the vory eve of the bourgsole revolution.
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\1 Previously the breouk from bourgaois soclety had me:nt for Marx, ay an
intsllutual, the oleuring cut of the cobwsba from hip owm thinking.
He wrote, first, a sriticlsm of bourgecis lgz. He turned mext to
sconomioe and wrote n eritiqus of bourgsois property; And, in tumiag
against his philesophic past, he turnod aguingt the intellsotual ao a
*hola, In making the revolutionary diesavars cf whot 4 '
materialist conception of Listory.-in mee zll hintory an l‘aha nistory
of olawam stpussler gnd t!'.c forvard lesps in it made noet by great men
but by great mesces of men rebslling emplostutive produotion rolationees
Ha.v.-z naturally turned to view the raa.l forms of the classatrugglo :ln
hi.n partiocular epoch. Harx always hud his oyes wide opan for what- ho :
oalled the ansous claslor zation of the roletariet. That is
why ﬂm hs saw imdiutaly the sig,us.rinunco of the ntruggle or
tho weavars, Tha.t iz why he redentad utgghn plans and. folloved
ingtend such davelopmant of aotusl olsasa antogondam as thu C‘zartiat
" movemeat vateh oombined the struggle for politesl yeform with the
fish+ for the ton houy day. And that is why he was aetiw in seeing .
thet the varicus aurrouponnanea eomittoes anl workers eduestione)
socleties that he and his 1ife-long collaborstor Friodrich Eagols
had organillmd skould dissolve into n commumish perty when once such
a8 party had aritm.:. But new tha-,t the party was here, and all the
‘dinlectio wus concentrated in it. what did the various tondencics mean
and how ahquld the challengs ba hhrtled at the bourgevisie?

From 1243 to 1947 he was aéa.roh:lngt but he was still 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 Uani fouty,
written by Engsla in the form of a Cxtechinm as Af thay woré still
"edusabing . i

Then Xarxlsapt forward with the organization and isaved the

challengs which %o thig day hao not beem surpsssed, For us The aio77 1

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

sigmificancay
(1) Uarx counterpusea the "spontauecus crganization of tho

prolstariat® to the Zantastis "plomg" of ihe utopian ang petty-baurgenis
sooialistes "Future himbory resclves 1taelf in their aysa imlo the

prepagandiotic and practically earrying of their social planc,” He

then throws at them a savage asccusetions poople concornad with 'pmm

i;istaad of tho act:nl movement of the proletariat ara.botmd to end up
with tho conelusion that the bast poesible plan of this bast po'snih],o
::oc:l.oty is the bourgssis plan, Thiw in _the firast rough sketeh of whut
will botomo ths axis of Capitojesthe despotic plan of onpital mg
, aminest the pla.n inherent In tha coopsrative form oflabor.
. (2)Among the bourgeoin uoc:l.alis-l;a Marx mantiont "tho
wooncaiste”, To froe himulf eomplete].y frou his hsr:l.taga of glascieal
bourgeols oaonon:lcs will toke him be _m_ ﬁo next -tage of tho devalop-
‘mont cfcapitn.‘.l. "The critiguo of Polidal heoaom_x. But a.lree.dy nor 4o
"pouod the probtlem.
_ {3) Harx'a,.rthesin thut all history ig ‘z‘.ho hiutory of
olaes struggls ie :i.nnaparghle from the distinguishing m.rk of the
particula.r olass strugglo nl‘ -I:he proletarist under cupii talivm, What -
distinguishesits struggla f‘mn‘thnt of thn slavs or the merf is that
the ggndi.tiggg of production\ ht}-e modern fa..tory ic such that, to
smancipate itpelf, 1t murt emnc:l.puta hmani‘ty 23 & whole n.ad hrenk
onge and for all with oxploi.tnt:lcn of man by man, Thim in & pol:l'ci.ou.l
manifauto of thsae cond:l.tionn, bt to onalyse 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 division between pelitice, economice and Philosophy which
plagued him in his Wreak fron baurgaois socisty,
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II~=}ARX AND RICARDOC
.. Living ve. Dead labor

In brenking from baurzeodcs sociely Warx hmo nlae broken with
claseical political sconomy which had maturad ag o selence bafore the full
ertabl:lshment of tho fagtory system thet producsd eriser ond violent slass
atrupggles ne the way of 1ife of tho new modarn Indugtpiel gystenm.

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

"Econonic Man" would know how to achieve maximum advantags for Himeelf g.g.g_
sosiety if ho wore only fresd from feudal restrictions and govormmantal
interference, snd allowed io'function within tha framework of fzoe sompetis
tien, Yat thia now economic man seened not to be the result of o hiatoria

. proaoaa--tho diasolutiou of the feudal ordore~but the ntmmr paint of- tho

- netural order - David Ricarde saw about him. This economié man wns the ideal

"~ of this etérnnll;l.x‘ run.. world which hed unfurlad new: forcos. of produotiou.

Ihe greatest force of production was labar. Wﬂ:h thig epoeh- -
mak:lng di;!covery 'thn.t the dourde of 21l wealth wae not aomething 9 aidg

man, ‘like prad.ous nmatels, land, or roreigh trade, but the pctivity or man
himself--labor. olansicnl polil::l.os.l eccnomy 'bnough'h out the inner contradic-
tiona of tha oconomic syotenm, thoreby revealing the oluge rela:iionshin botwean
cupital and labor., In fact, the greatest flaw in this bourgecis sconcuics

) Quud et~ Rl anfi STl ks v cu.'é‘ 70 .
was thet it sould “fixd n explain the revenus of e c apitaily Whnt gave
Ricerdian theory the imprint of science was hio a:i.ng;l.ing out of the sconomio
lew of value and proving thet it wos as compelling n nhonomenon as the
outward forms of regulation of feudation. Tt thug gave an integrated view
of the economie s-yatem anlled eaplimlic: and which to Rieardo was "the natural

ordsr of asociety",

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

point of productibn. In revolutioniring the oconcept of wealth from precious
metal to labor, Ricardo hed raveanled the inner contradiotions of the soonomio
syster and thereby the relationehip of oepital and labor. But iu reducing
the comerste reiationship to an abetraction-=vnlus~-dead labor, he left
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

.

BT

TprEtean.,
S S e I

. ‘ ’ v
\1teprinciple,” wrote the young lf 2..1n the Economic—rhilosnbnmm_'_u )

"political sconomy in aotuﬂﬂy ﬂéjectod wan beeauss procigely he contistently 7

devolopsd all contmd:lctionn of private property."
Ricardo hadlooked at the rauultn of man's 1 ho*-goods, prororty,-,

Uerx turnod $o look ot the ackivity itself. 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 thet o mere transcons
dence of privata property-changtng around tha haven and heveengte--would |
lerete the la‘norer. No, what m nuedoﬂ was the abolition of the gg,gl.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 hwman, By ;847, in FM:- and Capita) Harx hod -
further conoretized thie coneapt c;f labor, ghc;wins thut behind tho mustery of
capital o'-mr' labor, was the mastery of dead labor gvér Mving abor, - '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 plueing this conirndistion in the contsr of avor;'thhu;; by

inoluding the Itge laborer himself in the sclence of economics he tmsromd
politionl economy from a study of thinge, such wa weges, money, profi.ts, tqip

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




5

To Ricardo, however, labor was not living subloet , but nmore
substance, He never moved from the spot where lator wns the gource of
veluse Itwas as Af the function of mon could be disembodisd from man
Limseif,
vn'o the more wealth ha creeted the poorer he beommr
If Ricardo ever looked aut the leborgr/mors than once it wos

.,only to speak with the voine ‘ha '.nduntrin.liat anxious o "asp W"*m

i 4 (ALl

‘1‘&0 -TROIp.aWay 01l restrictim -‘6!' Y3 marked ang tho oupply of Yabor,

_ But, alt}u;ugh ho wusnot botiored by the fnct thet the worker had to moll his

_capacity te lator or starva, ho at the sons time dica'y doubt that inoque-
Ilities, hurdships, discomforts woul éisuppe..r onco thare ‘was production
and yet more produation. Iiinu-do a.ttributed eny lrrationalities in h:l.a
rational system eithor to- laft-owra .t‘rc-n foudulism or- bacan'le of govermmt
interferanco.“- o .- . .

Rieu.rdo too’(his freedon, fros competit on, froa tmda aariously.

Hie democracy however, was sirict 1y gutalde production, at the polla, 'bafore .

the .'lnw. in tho market. Ha fe.vorad parlimnuntnry rof‘arm, 'r;md the Pooé

m, I-:a urged repzai not anly of tho corn Lave which favored the mono*hltstic
Jandlord but also the Combination Imws whish forbud Inbor to unite end
“favorsd tho industrialists Ho wao at one and the came time monace and main
prop of the bourgeoisis, -

Rieardo never doubtod that unhenpored smcuction would ‘
olimi» to a1l evils left from former rogimos and right wll things in this
nzturzl 'orld of hies It ia true thut in the ascond oaition of his
Politieal Egonomy (1821) he did pese tho contradiotion botweon the science
of tho muchine and the a.ctuul redundanoy of laboro, But thut smen't a
contradiction thai dominated his thought or cowpoiled him tc place the
cout-adi'ction gquorely in thg: conter of his world, Yip thinking wnr ossene

tinily Kantian, N 1776
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In separating himeelf from clacsloal politlcal aconomy ¥arx had alse
separated himeelf from the utoplen socinlinte who thoumht the theory of
value "socialist™ and ghould ba "upad", Developuent, he told the utopiens,
takes place not through intsllestual gcheman, but through aetual REVOLTS
of 1i¥ing man against the conditienn of produstion whick ars not 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 lubor was the sourcs of all w_lue he wrs the*eby the source of g surplus
value (profit)=-made it"natursl that these intollaetunls who placed thamselvoa
on the side ef the proletariat, meised on' the oontmdiction alt'eady 2ot up '
for '_thtm thaorotically.” But,_ continued Marx, thers was no nub.stitute-for
the historle movemont it produced. Iabor lan't somsthing statis, although
Ricardo looks n.t it as such, and capiddiicm lsn't what he thinks either,

It is not mdreaaod of expansion of the produs ive feruaa by means of more
und more machines, but by peens of machinen whish are plasad in a fsetory
in whieh there 4s darrack-lins dtosipline df lsbor, ma lozg hours of it
Its v.mhampured produution hn:;.m:;ﬁx unrestrictad by feudalimm or
.governmant s but it is restriotad bychild labor, unsnnitary. foul 'lorking
conditions, and sarly doa:th. Bacouse he saes freednm ag freedom of rompati-
tion, demoeravy 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 s not harmonious
proé'us'. but eonstant -erisas and revolis. without which in fact sapiteliom
itmelf camot develop. ‘The revelutimary feuturs Ao!’ that system of produc-
tion im preclsely that it must consiantly revolutlondie the means of produe-
tlen and with it the relations of production end soclety itaelf is in
contant turmoil.

The 1848 revolutions once and for all put an end o the dresms
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of °°mprol_n:|.ue of the bourgeois demyorats, the plane of tha utopilan sooialicte
for the masmez themselves enterad the hietorie etaze and would not listen
to thsso intellectusl plammere of far-gwey utopdnn, They would rather have
masa_power here,

But with {ho defeat of these first nase 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 a.‘bm“.r&ctly &#nd philosophically as in his concept of alienated lzbeor,
tor as product, ascumulated labor. But the irnermost diclectic of lstory
tse mel2-devolopmmnt revealed that withi.n alienated labor iBeelf there is
the concrete positive form for RETELE/ f&ubl:f voraus
abatract capitalistio labor. This nevw break-up in the category of labor
would not revsal ull its imnner facats until the proletavriat buret forth
in o new orqaxﬂ.sa.tiona.l rovolutionary,,fom--tho Paris Commme, and wa w.l.],i
net pas it clesrly thoomti’eally $411 Capitel is publiﬁhod. _But a.lroady
11: the quisscent 1850a, ura.p,pad in the thaory of mcmay. Harx pe

question in his cqrmlm OF POLITICAL ECONCGY, )
7 A good way tc view the CRTTIQUE OF POLITICAL ECONOUY 13%

inntago polnt of Lenin's Ih'PRRL\.:ISH. In 1914=16 the _predoni.ingnt phanomonon

that gonfronted Lenin was monopoly imperialiem. In 18579 the predominant
phenonienon was moneYe Junt aB the wer made wonopoly the. transitien poim‘.,‘
oo the {inancia) crieis nede money the tru.nnifion point, Peceuse nolther
in 1926 nor in 18%9 had the p:'olotnria.t burat forhh :Ln a form absolutoly
opporite 4o the copitelistic vne, it wns not olom-/—— % theso transiiion

1872 the Cormune sppeared and in

points would move.. Whon in/1917 the Sovieis mupmazmdx ‘thops gront
rsvolutionary thonriuts would move with 7 lemguo bootws But ap 4t wusthey
knewnot so mmh conorately what they wore for as what ihoy wura againote
lanin, in fighting againot Kautekylsm, eas 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 scotlelisn of

1778
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2. loney for all

Nothing ereates quite so many str ngs notisne in ihs mind of the pmtty
bourgooié as the daezling cight of gold. Proudhon, to whom sontradiction
ves merely “sn ebatract iden" rather thun the uatus) slass strugsls, osm-
celved of the notion tldt to tind equisl..i.‘.:rim botweon oppoeing forcss all -
ene need do is dimcover the "right ideu". The "right 1dss" was 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 warkehops . by giving up
"interest and prafit® eould esou "buy" all uapita.l of tho bau:geois!.a.

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

oolonal sharks.” L
Ludtoruous as these ideas sound today, in industriallysretarded

‘ Franca of ‘the sarly 1850° n, whoro the typieal oatn.bl:!.elment was the mll

' llwp} the typleal industrialist, pettys the typical peasant, mna.llg and the

'typieal bt a uemi-proletnria.n, an lmnd:l.crai’t workarn; and whare innumarable

szul.t m:.rkie muuatuos in little workahopa shi.ll sx:!.a'l;ad, Proudhon:!.m

socialisas took root and had quite e folloll:lng; Hurx set out to destroy .

thiz purious soaialiam. and, in tuming to bhe quention of noney, Found

ke nust again come to grips with Ricarde whose theory of money he had here-

tofore followads ' -

Ricardo's greut discovery that the value of a8 commodity was the

labor (pest and prusant) ingorporated in it and the resultunt eonclusion

that gold, like any other commodity, was suqal to the labor-tsm%u:_ took
to mine 4t, wns phuiomennl enough to have had Marx overlook whore Ricardo
went off this straight but hard path and take a davioum, very ppposite

point of view, Marx first did this in the 'SOs and found that Ricarde

had in the question of money dragmsd in the me.rkst-'intematj,ggg‘ ciroulation. .
Ricardo himself hnd thought ha hnd get away from the surfans manifestation:
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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 rioney, however, it bagowme elaur that
Ricurdo hadbrought tho morket stroight baoek In “hrough tha internutionnl
doore "It will be ensy %o Prove, however,” wrots Marx, "that the apparent
magnitude of the scule does rot meke his fundameni:l ideas less diminutive.”

Rleardo the selentist had scapitulated to Ricwrdo the benker 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 gourse, periodi-
sally the stocks come tumbling down., Neveriheleas finonoial cricos in
Riczrdo's times ‘woera more or lezs isolated econom:l—o -p".‘:am;mcna. But the
1825 and 1836 erdses proved td be “ithe grout utoma of the world mariket

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

tich were discharging thmalvaa; The 185'7 panie lhould}mve mads ¢laaxr
ovean to P;'nudhnn that where labor has oreated no valus, not even Jay Gould
could mski transform falling raliread sto;k into money,. But the Ipotty-
bourgaois intellsctual who was not subjected to the despotien of the factory
refused to zmiurn to ihe prooess of profiucti'on where all eorives 'erj.ginato.
He not only wuld not turn to lock Bl tha labnr prooass hut he Mntinued
lﬁ.th soheman "tn organiges exohsnge" while laaving the comodity intaet an

" tung* . . .

Tet, as Marx shows, it is precisely the duality of thisMihing®,

the faot thet it in at one and the semo time o use=value and a faiua, thut
hasproduced the div:l.nion. of oommodities Intc cummedities and money. Yor

his commadity, the capitalist wants to buy nol another une-value,‘bu‘t money
whioh buys all "things". M ney is the "mediating movement" batween the
duality in the commodity. Yet presoieely beonuse tho dunlity in the commodity
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 faotory whare tho conoretv laborer

is in oonwtant revoll agnimot being TIMED and wade o produce not according
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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 "buckwerd workore" fora whout these intollogtusl
plumiersare nlwsys wouving funtaclie schemas would be uble ip tall these
Proudhons g thay 481l thelr futhorar "I you don't got 4het timo-gtudy
man off my neck, I cumeol work as I ploase, I camot work at all."

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

2iity, the insquality botweon whut a worker ig

forased to produco and what he gota,

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

only one commodity, lubor powor, is embodioed in a living verson 8nd all
gthary commoditios whose valus ic static bossuze it ia ma’carializud labar,

‘ 3) contradiction, the contradiction between the cqnareta
labor tla ch ie 4 natural function of man and tho absiract laber which is
& gepitaiistic “orciug of ull concrots labors mto -one abstmot maya o value
and aurplun vu.lua.

Tho dificionoy in b!{I'l“‘QdE 13 that, in prov!.ng its point
about the duzlity of tho comodity, abstruct la.bor appeErs more 1:Lka an
i!iﬂlewt‘ ual de.dw:t.‘..% thon the sapitalintic REDUSTION of all aom rote
labar s which Marx will so mteri‘ully demeribe iu CAPITA . ¥t ua.rx hae
acoompliahadis 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 prelstariat

outburst of 1871 will arise o gverthrow thnt world,




o 17782

40
ITI*#MARX AMD LASSALLYL:

Ona Ihund.rexf yours ufter the publieation uf the COLMNIST QMEESTO
the bourgeois economista were foreed tn ture o 3t 4o poehew it 1 thal
Harx could ¢sll the curds on every mnjor problem that 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 apologiss for turaing to this "non-economic

document® $n the growmd the t s a2lthough o politicul manifesto, i% was &

'preludo to CAPITAL, an "acunom:l.c work™s , But thoy no socner wtterd 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.ntl coeh.l
alans, liv:lng, fighting, and oonatantly rovolting is prosent in a11 Marx's

“egcnomic ontegorien,” "hosa mug bourgao:l.a werg ‘balaboring ‘the fuot that

it was hard to peg Marx's theory for ha had inoluded in n:Ls acononion

sverything from fres trada and world market, to the labor movedent 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 thin :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 have their scedal visione . Vhat

allenntes them, =nd rightly, is the socizl virmlen 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 plunr ¢f their own, all which end that the workers sentinue
to work vhile the radienl intelligentsia gontinue to “lend" and plan".

h Thia movement of eopital to plan is the mark of our age,
although, an we have meen, in embryo it has been the sharacteristio of all
potiy-bourgeois, But it has never had the dirsctly geunter-revolutionary
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elament it now has, 7t appears, in esbrys, for the first time within the
soolellst movement in the 1860s in tho person of Ferdinand Iasscls, the
first "gtate socinlist",

The slxties had opened auspiciously with the movement of serfs
in Russic and slaves in Amerisa. In 1861 the serfs guined their emansipa=
tioz in Rusoic and in Awerica the Givil Vier broke out, Warx #3ilowed the
world evenis clomely and was particularly elated pver the §ivil War in the
Uniited States which held to mound "the toecsin for the Kuropean working clasg"
. as the R, volutlmary War had "sounded prr the Eurcposn middle class."
Lrs.uzillo, on the other hand, disrsgarded it antii-ely becaune the "Yankees
have no ideas”. 7

Tie guif in thess two ooiimaie of ihe eivil war ig not only
us unbridgeable as were thedir tws sontridiotory. viewe 'oy. the revolt of the
weavers in 1544 but far mors _dongerous, Raexaikk mhglutm

WW dxam dcimairadidixyatok ekeakat kg ‘- ’

_RExalkx The oreative energles of the mature prolsturiat, organized, discipe

lied and im.ltod by tho meshunism of the fustory itself, is now faoing
iu the rad:loal tntnllsc'kual an eneny aa‘bitter am tha 'bourgen!.sie iteelf. -
¥We oan iIn faet sos tho outli.nes of the full monatrusity of the S al..nint
9omtor-,rovo_1ut1cq -in embryo in the pretentions of this would-bds d#dekers
detator, 2nd it will =11 hacome an :h;tag:ml part of CAPITAL itaolf; |

Marx had bscume dissstisfiedwith the CRITIQUE, ha.ddosided
not {o oontinus with iit, dbut write an entirely new werk onlled OAPITAL,
It began at the end of 1862, the yoar when the Gormen prolétariat; too began
to moveszxi 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 appssl to the
Germen working olasas

"The workingelass must satoflish itoelf ms &n indepandent

yolitiond perty and mnke its slogan and banner-=Universsl, Ecjua.l and Direst
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SULfrages.s.To make the workingolans ita own employor, that ic the way,
the only way, by which this eruel and fron law {ef unchangeable minimum ‘
Wages,r)oan b est aslde. Ones the workingeless 1n ity own employery
the contrast between wuges and profit dirmappoars. It ic therefore tho task
of the State to faoilitats the groat causo.”

Thousondaof workers responded to the call and the formal
organizution of the Cenoral Garmmn Verkere Anspolntion was foundad in Mey
1863, In June lassalls sent the éta.tutoc ndopted (unboknowst to the workera,
it nesd hardly bs added) to Biemarck with tho following note: "...this ui 1l
be enough to shov ﬁu how truo 1t 1is that the erﬁgolaas 1le. Instinctively
indlsined ‘tor_d.i.cta:torship :Lf it feslas thot asuch will be exercised in the
'woi-klnsohan interestog. "

Now ILasealle wan no ordinary traitors He sould mot h'a.va
,:baq boughta  He fought for his prineiplos and woul-d havo ﬁeen re;dy. to din
for them. But he simply wasinocapshle of concelving that they{the workers)
aould'ruiu. _Ho Lolt eallod up"on to rulgl "for# thems He would lsad. They:
woﬁld‘ continue to labor ia ‘the factories. - ‘
Marx naturally knewmnothing of the letter to Bi.s'n':arek:

 1ike aviions : i
But words and thoughts/have 2 logle of thelr sm and Marx, reading Lasanla'y .:-°

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

‘ dlotator. He roéol‘res the question ﬁst\;man laber and cnﬁi‘tgl ag onsily 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 o-iabl.‘;.uh workers'! factories, for which the State will put up
capital, md by and by these institutions will embrace the wholo coﬁntr}'."

Think of Yarx's aiateasnt "“futufe workers distator® and
remember thet this was written not in tho age of Syalinict totalitariauiem,
tut in 1863 which svoryons considersd the ugs of ™aclance and demoaraoy®,
Narx didu't know about Lassale's mackinations with Bismark, either. BHut
he did know Lassale'w 1llusion ebout this baing the agoe of "selence and
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the worker", with ecience being incorporated 21l in the intellastual,
tho leader, and the mnchine and the workess remaipdrng in the fusiory.

It is -this faotory thet Marx turned to study, rejeoting eniirely Iassals
"puarile stuff"l “uhen I look st this work of mine and see how I have

hed to turn everything rowund, hew evan the hintori.cai part is bagaod on

the metarial, somo of which was quito unknewn, Iizig (lassulle) and hie

econonio system all ready in his pooket seams rether funny....”

{Tc be continmueds MARX TURNS EVERYTHING AROUML)
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BART II¥=-=-GAPITALE T DEVELORUENT ANDMARX'S CAPTIT/L, 1B63-1883

1. The Civil Wuar in the Unlted Hiulss and the
J‘mtarnutionnl Workiugmen's Asspeintion

There \éero a fow stupld Marxists in tho United Stailes who. whon the
Civil War broke out, contonted thomiolves with rigaing a stustoment thut
they m"aru eppovec io Yall” s chat=
tol_ slavory. Yorx wouldhavae nothit.g Lo do wiih ihasc who were quick to muk:-

a “"general™ attuck on sluvery but remuined nothing; but dicinterested

bystenders in the uctunl oivil war thut broko outs As he wus to write in

CAFITALs “Labor in tho vhite skin cermot b fres so leng.as labor in the
black skin 1o enslaved.“ This was not en agitstional wmtatement but the
pimple truth. The trade unlon movsment in America eeveloped first on &
national soale after ihe Civil Var mnd the gicnt steps labar lrill tako

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

There were thousands of workers in fngland, non-Marxists, who held
a monster de_monp;t:ra:aioﬁ ageinst thelr Government's attempt to intervens in
the C1vil War in tho United States on the side of the pra—alnmary South,
This movemend l.!r_:rz. was iﬁtaras‘aed i énc: i‘c-;_.:;.a'c.'a vary n..a-.al_(. -
In 1863 therc wus en insurrestion in Poland againet the Toaprist
. Russian imperiulis't dominatin over’ thette "This much is car‘té.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
wns shaken by the mnony strikes .und "combinationsy (uniuns) which kept
springing up despite the strictost gnti-Combination luws a.nd hnrnheat priaon o
terms for thn strikers. Louis Bonaparte conceivod the idem of gaining
the oupport of tha werkers by glving amnesty to & few of the thouasands of
those imprinoned for partidipation in etrikese Al tho sume time he annmmced! K
that the workers could elesct thoir owa tologntes to ottend the Wokid
Exhibition to bo hold in London in 1862 whore tho oepituliste would display

not only their machines, raw materlals nnd_finished products, dut also
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their teschniclans, statisticians gnd manual operctives in o:;t_iar "to inspirs®
them to ovar grester production, 30,000 workers voted in the French olection
and sent delegaten to the English erpitul. Once thers the dolegation split
end sontacted the British irade unlonr. Thosc workors had other idens than
to continue to work s the cupit.lists ordered, out of the contact with
the British traode unionw, thare graw, firet, Joint sotion in favor of tho
Polish insurregtione whe had been bleodily pui down, wad then tho desision
to establish an "internntional workinimen's assuocintion". To that meeting
in 1864 Marx was invited. ' )

Huny‘wr:ltu a.s-'hthe hls’to;-ie significance of the Internutional
Workingﬁen'é Associntion or, ns it is now knowa, the First Intamaticmi-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 cryltallization
of the sopiric acts of labor inte a new fomza.tian. At every critioal stage
in the ob,jeutivo development of cr_:.pitul, the subjective dovelopment of thé ,

‘, opposing #lement in cqpi‘tnlim--labar--tells *the snaci_i‘ic‘atago the proletariat -
~has Teaghed in its attempt to roorganize society. Thue the 6;5&31:&1;1998_

formed at e\rarv 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 look:l.ng at tha
revolts of the workers and the organi.ationa they foried. He said the one
morit of utopianism was that it rai‘lectnd tho first instinctive dosire to
reorganizae sooioty. It become & renctions.ry zect preclssly whon this universl
aim to estallish = new social order ga.ineo new impulsea from ‘bho concretely
developing capitalism 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 bssause what he

hnd written out for the first ocongross wne praocisely what the wirkers in

Baltimors had already eoncluded by "corrg_gt'rfﬁntinct“l "The firat and great
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neceasity of the presert, to frae the lalr of this country from capitulistic
slavery is tho pacsage of & law by which eight houre eh2ll be the normul
working day in ull Sgates of the jimerilcan Union." The Congress at Gonava
hed mads thie mn intern=tionel goal.

Hoithor was it tho fnet thet iirx wrote the Tnaupural Addreuxs und
Statuten of the Intermntionnl thut made it u historic oceapion, It wuw
that the Tnaugural Addross mné 5,ctutes disclosed what thy concrols develop=
ment of labor, in relation to the c-nerote develormoni of cnpitel, 1648-1864,
had achloved ond what 1t hud not sehieved, With the defeats o.i‘ the 1848
revolutions and ‘t;ror:l:-up of p‘:rty; organirations of the proletariat, wrote

YUarx, "the dream of omancipation vanished bofore the opoch of industirial

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

end, end Lhe growing misory at the other pole. Although' cepitnlism hed

suocoeded in bribing scma \?orkor‘s and tu:-ﬁi&xg ther into "puliﬂcn.l bleoke®,
the ;'o\'oltn of the wark‘ers wape continues and they did achieve: (1)
.egtabliohment of the TI"sn Hours Biil, thus pladng ita pu‘litica_al sconany in
“otne place of the politleal soonomy of tha cﬁ,ﬁit:.'list icoologlicts whooo
prostituta ory wae that "a2ll" profil cameonly in the lnn;h, tho 11th ‘hour,
{2) Workers 6utablis‘hédsom lqoopérntivé factorioce, .thug: praﬁna thet
oakgitalinlst management wne uselens. — But that was i‘h's_:;z.x_]_.x‘ v.alue_.’l.:_‘_'?lﬂ.xik'!x -
(3) Sinco aooperntive fﬁojtoriea cannot ux{rast tho growth of moﬂupol:les
-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 soulosoing to
motnblish the FPirst Internntionul from trade unionlste to Proudhonisio
to cnarchiste, i1 nevertholecs contninod all the implicationy of communism

whon it deglarad in its statutes; . 1788
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| . _g. ‘The Worki’nv,ﬂtx__a.'nc-l Uarx's Capital
Yiarz had heen lzboring on the theory of uurplule value. To ap!.enti:i‘!.-’

MIy extricate it fré_m balng a.‘m?re implication ‘1n mnardg's theory. of ""a.lu;-
Marx found he kad to study the Aimimbsmxmixihz working day 3 how waz it
divi&d ﬁotﬁan that part which was ﬁeoosaarz to ‘prnducc the Ynluo of 'J.abor‘__. '
po?.r to pay the laborer his wapes snd that whioh froduo_adrt-!te- .gugg.ln!. value
which the cap:!.taiiat appropria.fod. But tharg wus potlﬂng uta.tio- abt.ut, this
working day. The struggls to establish a normal working day was & veritabtle

oivil war betwaen capital and labor. Thus %o the revolutlonery theorstiolen

wrestling with the timeor_y of surpiua value the "mers historis connexioni”

dho:_loudl . '
'1) that garitalismts "single life iupuise" to orsate surpiue value

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

of oepiinlimm, from the 14tk to the 17th ceniurlaes, that it prodused tho\.
premature exhaustion and dealth of labor power itsclf, 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 wkkk the industrial revoiution the l:#%t third of the
18th century broke zll bounds~emoral cndnatural, age, 80x, dny, nightes
24 hourssas tie Gy of ihu machine and was to ba the day of labor. Agein
it took the REVOLT of tho workingclass, this time united a.ndorgani:.ed by
the mochaniem of production iiselfl’, % infuse capitalist socloty with o
social comsclousnass which made 1t o 1ife and deuth question for bourgsois
society asa whols compuloorily to shortsan the working dmy,

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

-

was ‘able. to fores more surplus out of labor within tho li.mited working day ‘

Thus _what Marx oalled “"11 gare hi.stg_:;ica.l conp 5;33 rovezled

 the weneral eroundwerk of ea:oita]im to_ba tho prslongation of the workinm

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

ie foreed out of the worker“throﬁzh the domination of the moshing and
tha fao'ﬁ;ry olooke And it most certalnly is not 8 Ipeaceful dispute

in ths open oleas rtrugpo where 1t tokes the proportionaof a veri.ta.blo
eivil m./f:;:&rdo‘l "bourgeois skin' dldn't let him see tils 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 dey‘a@a.tian

of ‘the laborsr, 11 iz then that he also how inslastio @ore the iimite

of the working day. The working out of the theory of surplus value Vlod
him tc the struggla of tho division of the working duy and that divisinn
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 raduetion
of 81l humman faciultios this was, For there is neo wuch animal ac an
abztract luborors Ous ir elther a tudlor, o miner, an ecaombly 1ins
workers It i tho gameekmix dominanas of the wachine thet forcas all
¢ nerete lobor <o vroduce ss nmuch in such a such a time, no metter what
<he incividuzl skill or ubility is, into one atotrnot masge Tho struggle
ther at the velnt of production boiween zoncrete snd abstract labor in
whnt io roflected in the -struggle of Iabor against capital ‘.‘;)r' the
nernpel working ‘da.:-rs ’

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

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

h\

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

v

ab 1110,

‘Harx's full trensesndence of Riczpde proved thot it 'nsn't -1
question ofnot "lmderstann‘lng". There zre no "mimdorst_gndinq#“ in
higtory. Thx His’coric,differenceu are class differencms, gximopborats
[T S S— az'odue't.s;on for iroductian's mlo without roga~d to the
birththroes of wanlth producers. one thaoryy and blindas ene ns 'tn 1tg
implicationn, Production vhich includes the aalf—davulomen* of men
produces the opposite theory and reveal the othoris "blind upats"

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

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

‘which create the birth-roes and the Idoolonys

The turbulence of tho ®£Co, hin closo obagrvance of the
revelts und tho organizntionel form {1luminsted hic *haara"ic worZ with
&2 light no intellectu=l daduutiona oan substitute for, Ha was now ready
for his grent worke CAPITAL, o8 it wna publiched in 1887, ie guhntm:tgalx

the etrueiure wo now have., But thore are two deficioncioms (1) the
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law of concentration and ceniralizction ism not developsd to its ultimate
form, and, above that, {2) the fetishism of the commodity,although 1t

has tuken some giant advances over the CRITIGUR where i appsared a simple
matier, has satill #ailed to axpluin the WHY of this Pentsstic form of

apm arance of a produci_::lrm rolationship. He said that "only freely- |
agoooieted labor” can tecr the vell off, Bul thuro he stopped for freely-
essoclatad labor had rot yst tormm off the vell.

3, The rarip Commuma Dastyoys the Fetishiom
of Commodities

| Scolal revolution broks out in Paris on Maren 13, 1871 whan tha-
Republdie of Frence showed iiself as raady as Hepoleon IIT to cupitulate
io bismnrcke Thu spontaneous m/w’:a oublivrat teok the form of ihs cama
of Paris and was the first historic attémps of tha workers %o Iaﬂtabliah
e Workers state. It lasted only t\é’o menthe beforo the Pgriai_an I_ltorke;';r

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

nonths ths werksrs accouplished more mirasles thunﬁépital:lg:i.iu as wang
uanturlo:n in {i) realizing i‘pllldmcrac:{, and (7} raleasing ail the
potentialitios of 4k proletarist-oo that the world Gould uee :;::; fullye
sixzed kuman beings manage their 1aves. Within bao days after ite réii,'
larx dalivared an addro-na to ths First Intornaticnnl cn tke }'J;_aturic
Si@iﬁcance of the C{cmme. _ T+ is this da‘ecl."iption of tﬁn struggle of
the proletariat for a now soclal order'wlﬁch revenls also tﬁa' essence of
CAPXTAL in its {inal classic forme I add asphasis when the specific point
iz one that shows i;t_u dialectic rolationship to CAFITAL and theraby .
finally tenrs off the vall of bLourgsoin fotishicms.

First mnd foromost 'tho Paris Conmuuie did not tnke over btut

SMASHED the ceutralizsed state power wiih ite ublquitous orgnng of stonding
aray, police, officianldem, "organs wrought efier tho plen of o systematic

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




a Jojntestock govornment,®

In ity plaae it estublished the crmed poopls, officials st
workingmen's wages and subjoet to imsedinte reecsll, eud o working,
not & parlismentary body of buresucrate, The Cowmme thue superaeded
not only monerchieal ruls but clasc rule itrelf, It was the *palfe
gevsriment of tho Troducerys™

In contrast to nll previous forms of political rule which were ole
waye represeive, it was a theroughly expanaive political form, "tho
politiéal form at losi d:!.'scoverad undar which to work out the cconomical
emancipation of labor, Excapt on this last condition the Commumal
conntitutim would have bac;:l dn impossibility emd = delusicn. The -polit-
:loa.l ruls camnot coaxist with tho porpstua.‘hion of hir. sdodinl ﬁla.very.

The Gmmbo thus establinhod the mﬂ;&t& of pout.{cs and
ecouom.ea and hance the ﬁ.rat a’tap tn abolishing tha most monatroua divi=
sion of all ihiuh oomprines the whols history of capitalim--tho d:l.v!.sion
botween mental and mua.l la'bor. Capitalist 3:____ nfg;g_g kapt thia
d.t'r.l.al.on a.a.!.ve and could do so begnuse vhile. the bourgeo!a govarmnent 't-ha

'workera kep‘t'em _wnrkl_nv Bul = workers sotats n...a-.i.ng‘ at the aboliiion of

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

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

ite clana Btigna and becomes a way of 1life and self-dovalo;znmt !:2_2.‘35.

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

did not
Uarx then add that it/efferst and could rot have offered a

blueprint of the futures It mersly "sst fros the eloments of the new
society «" Here then is shat the Commune wauy
1) dircot und notive participation of tho masses in controlling
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production and public affairy
2) supproesizn of o sgolal plernrehy oy making all wrk at

workmon's wapsap that is suporession of all buresucrseys

3) wificution of legisletivo and exacutive power in one Working
body memt alao control not only of sho administrative apparztus but of
th 31 rrorotusy

4) moximum aotivity of mucs mnd the minimm for ite oclectad rep=

resentatives who were at all times subjoct to reenll,

IT WAS TH: TOTALITY OF THE REORGANIZATION OF SCCIETY THAT

THREW NEW TNSIGHT INTO THE TOTALITY GF BOURGROIS SOOIETY OF GG&!ODIT'{
PRODUCTIM. EEING THE SELF GOVFRMUENT OF PRODUCERS AND SHﬁSHI_NG BOTH
EWPIRE AND THE PARLTAMENT/RY REPUSLIC THE GGOUNE DISGLOSED TO MARX THAT
VALUE PRODUCTIQN XS A FORM OF _oaumxz.mq:.

" Marz then roturned to CAFTTAL, and %o the queotion whonos then
the mystdry of the msmm product of lator so moon ne it aspunes the form
" of a sommodity, ho anewercd simplys "Clearly from the form 1tseli'“.'f -

;lad value ham enly corgealed lebor it nbod_ not have had a form

other than 1ts boddly form~—n produst of '].liibor would be nimply a produgt’
o labor, But the fact that a productlon of labor 10 not Just e thing, )
but a "ccmodity", 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
sapitaliom relations botweon .paop-‘.le “renlly ure materinl relsticns bete
ween persons and socizl relations “qetwaon thihga,” Ina ronlety vhere
man is not master of the machine, it the machine in master of him, the
ZmER"porverss rolations" mumcbwuwidrioaruresscksaigge #ind n form
suitable to it. It can have no othor form.

Value produetion is thnt form of nrzn.ni.satil.on which domira tes
ovor ovarything. Though the cooperatinn hetwaon laborers lapurt of |
oupiitlist 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 every single thing that
isoues Trom the procoss of production hus thn valueeZlorme Tho comtodity-
menkunmeakxihux;xx ftself 1s not a product of tho market. It 30

ot the poirt of nproduction Atoelf and roeflect tho duni .:humctor of labor,

The value form of organization in the factory means

deupotis plan PIUS parversity ' relati~n of man to mrchine,

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
olngges  and when it is a question of clués the wanted comsciapy is nothig
tut & public force for uoe:l.a.l onsiavesant, Evan the middle slaesse in )
Foris that followad the prolotarint 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 face this dusliiy in ko commedity
'a:l! that is why the fetishienm af‘ comﬂ'lty has you by the 4 "c:'.tg Harz
is saying to oalossionl politicnl ogonomys You ecannot. move fm:n 1t at all, '

- q -
3

- How thi :...-.; fully transcandcd Zienrs hu s th.t Ricards not only
‘ "deviated® on the question of mouuy, but thiz ggewtaut production aconm;d:
. 9f_the bourgesisie had m\mr got mmy from the msr.:gt at a.ll, They not

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

n the forﬁ of comoﬂtion, tha knew tho law of vulue only by the way
it expressed itself in the ma}lfat when 1t gamo erushing ovor their honds,
.llarz adds & subtle tut hidarious footnota. You never paid any attontion
40 the form of velve not only 'b-soause ¥ou woro concernad only with its
magnitudge Buk it ia the. universal)c'n;weta of the whole heing and aoulq
of eapitalism, You thersfore.cannot tramacend your historie limitations,
\ Téi's not the value=form but tho roorgmnization of soclotythe "conorete -
universel" of sasiety, dumzandxmipsctunrrzscidikixhaxsamg the debats moves
from a debate smong intelleotuals, to a ﬁuast:l.on of ths establiskeant of
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8 ps¥ moolal order. That the throretic cchievement of the Pario Commmes

4s The Structure ond Iogis of Capits}

(New, that I've finally gotten to this, Graze, I'm shivering all over,

and miizt daka o rast. Tneldantally, I mernt slse 4o cdd & posteript

on the S,aliniste and Chepier I not so much from ths thasretis 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 is 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 tholy inflation

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

of the.m)zblo. it ought to sorve as s vory nice posteript to the question

of form. '




