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INTRODUCTION

Mumbors of lNews & Letters Commlttoose--a group of workers,
studert youth, women's liborationists, black activists—-huve ro=
turrned from Washingtor and San Franeisco where we took part in
the passlve April snli-Vietnam War march, WHern was one of tha
largest outbursts of activities that the movemont has saen; yeot,
the war has not ended, The Kixon Adminietration, far from hay-
ing moved fron its wars si hozme 22 wsll a6 abrosd, hss now aven
imprisoned ws in Washington, D.C. R

He need to discuss more fully where is the Fovenent going
as 1t faces this type of oppositien, an opposition faced by many
forces of the movement from Hatts, 1965, and the new forms of
the Black revolt presently, to the "communes™ of youth culture,
to the Chicane Moratorium, We would 1ike to have dlescusslon
from those and many othor soirces within the novement, To con- -
tribute to that disoussion, wo as Yarxlst-Humanists are re-
printing & discussion by Raya Dunayevaiaya, natlonal chalr—
womon of News & Lotters,on ‘Culture,' Selence and State-Cag~
italism, She contrasts ouy state—capitalist age to the theory
of Marxist-Humaniom ard to alterpative theories of melance
and culturs, o ' -

It is our contention that noither culiure nor science nan
load lives soparate from ihe econonic realities of the socluties
which nurture then, Science and culture, even as {hny are pro-
clainod Lo be the harbingers of rovolutionary change, are being
used today by the existing soclal order to preserva iteeif, The
technologieal revolution in szlence, in bring forth nuclear
weapons and automation has not changed the exploitation of labor
which Marx had shown to ba the stanp of capitalism, Rather it
has lntensified the expleitation, ard no Jlass under state-cap-
italierm with ita five year plans, then undsr mivate capitalian,

The cultural revolution too cannot ascape the economic
roalitios of caplitalism, stete or rivate, So long as it lpaves
the true "sulture" of capitalism--the extraction of unpaid labor
from the laborer, alispated labor--untcuched, it cannot hope to he
revolutionary in more than name, This 1s not to say that eulture
cannot play an inportant transforning role today, -Part of the
youth oulture rejects the materialism of our capitalist world. -
Black culture says no to the white racism of owr culture. Both
ere important beginnings,

Bunayevakays in her essay oxplores the development of the
theory uf state-capitalism, Ac the opponant to this siate-cap-
italism, emerging and full Plown, she sees nelther soience nor
sulture, but the revolts of the masses to change their condi-
tlone of life, begitning with their oonditions of labor, Thelr
activity 1s “the movement fron mractice to theory and to free-
don", i ‘

: Tha first task to help this movement to fresdom bocome
reality is to olesr our own heads. 1t 1a necessery to find ways
to unite all the spontbneaus outbursts for fresdom from the
antl-war movement and women's liberaticn to the Black, Chicano
and Ind.an povenonts, To achleve this a new banner must bo un~
folded .bat could act ag o unifying foree, Thia is the task
whieh K .rxist~Humanisn is irying to contribute o,

Fugene Walker, loy Angeles News & letiors
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‘CULTURE,” SUENCE AND
STATE-CAPITALISM

THE STAKES

by Raya Dunnyevskaya

1071 ig the cleventh year since the Sino-Soviet con-
flict tirst broke into the open. By the time, in August,
1966, that Mao launched the so-called Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution, not only had Mao succeeded in
designating Russia as eapitalist, state-capitalist, but all
his oppnnents within China (all, that is, except the actual
eapitalists who econtinue tp colleet their five per cent
interest on capital that they manage for the state) as
weapitalist roaders.” ’

There pre young revolutionaries who are so enthu-
siastic ahout Mao's expose of wKhrushchev's phony Com-
munism® (aow called “Khrashchevism without Khrush-
chev") as capitalistic that they help cover up the
greater truths, that (1 long hefore Khrushehev's “phony
Communism” (deStalinized goulash), it was Stolin who
Jorded it over Russia and initisted the transtormation of
the first workers' state into its oppogite, a state-capitalist
soclely; (2) it was Mao himsell whe, in 1956, nclped
Khrushchev te crush the Hungariun Revolution with Its
Workers® Councils and struggles for a truly new social
order; and (3), “furthermore, Stalin is but the Russian
name for -a world phenomenon. 1is nppearance has
nothing whatever to do with the Sino-Sovict confifet
(which it antedated by threc long decades), and cvery-
thing to do with the Great Depression, and fear of
proletarian revolution. Therein lics its crucial impor-
tance for our day.

The real question is: What, in this period of recess
sions that have come (o toke the place of the Greal
Depression nevertheless, makes the global crisis so
total that even Mao's China is beginning to streteh out
2 hand toword a litlle “peacelul co-existence” with the
U.S.7 What 1s being outstretched is not the hand of
a ping pong player (China's own brand of phony “people
te people relatfons™), but that of Chou En-lai at the
very top of the ey Mag lendership.

[
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Why is It that just ay the recently concluded 24th
Congress of the Russiap Communist Party had all its
p_lc-in-lhc-sky promises rest on “greater labor produc.
tivity," so Mao's Communism, purificd of “capitalist
roaders," continues to Iash oul against “the Ilack*wind
of economism™? It is this, just this, which makes both
“socialist lands" bear such striking resemblance o that
super-imperialist titan, the U.S.A.

State-capitalism, not A5 a mere swear word spewed
out against dissidents, but as serious theory, does indred
reflect reality torn in {wain by the decisive relations
of men at the point of production, those exploitative
relations of capilal/labor which determine all else in
sociely, espeeially its thougitt. Which is why the prole. -
tariat, top, In ils strugples, fighis under totatly new
philosephie banners of liberaticn, as the 1968 Hunan
Manifesto within Chinz itself proved once again:

“The form of political power is superficially changeqd
.+ . lTowever, old bureauerals continue to play the lead-
ing role in the ‘new political power' & . | Chow En-lai
(is) at present the general representative of China’y
Red Capitalist class . . . as the masses have said, ‘cvery-
thing remains the same.afier s¢ much adg',

" "Victory of the Chinese proletariat and the broad
masses of ruvolutionary people and the extinction of the
new bureaucratic hourmeoisie are likewise inevitable
.+ - the 'People's Commnune of China' will surcly sur.

s vive (1) -

In this, the 30th year of the claboration of the theory
of " stale-capitalism, and the, 15th year of the rebhirth .
of the Humanism of Marxism produced by the mass. -
movements in East Europe in the 1950's, growing
througkout the world in the 1950's, we must g back
Io theoretic erigins not only 1o set the historical record
straight, but also to test the dialeetic method of the
stglu-capilalist theory against the dialectics of liberation
today, . ' '

*Evidently no one has told Map that Black is beautiful.
All the broadsheets that Chiny directs to the Blacks in
the U.S. notwithstanding, the word, black, has always
(after the “Cultural Revolution™ as before) been used
in Mao's China as synonym for everylhing evif!

(1) DPuring the “Culturnf Revolution” a new rov-
olutionary youth arganization sprung up in Hunan and
called itself the *Hunan Provincial Proletarian Revoly.
tionary Great Allinnee Commiiton (Sheng-wu.lien).
‘Its Manlfesto, quoted above, aleng with two other docu-
ments by it as well as all the official Maaist attacks on
it-have been reproduced in Klaus Mcehnert's Peking znd
the New Left: At Fome and Abread (China Rescarch
Monograph #4, UC, Berkeley).
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THE THEORY OF STATE-CAPITALISM

Born under the impael of the shock of the Hiller.
Stalin Pact, the outbreak of World War 1I, and
Trotsky's calling for the defense of Russia, "a workers'
state, though degeperate,” the “state-capitalist tendency™
decided to make its own study of the class nature of the
Russian cconomy in striet relationship both.to Marxism
and the specifie form of workers' resistance to the Five
Year Plans. 1 happened to have been the first to make a
study of the Plans from original Russian sources, but
it was not embarked upon solely as a Russian study, It
was done as a restatement of Marxism for our age, It
was hy no accident, thercfore, that, in the process of
analyzing the operation of the low of value, that main-
spring of capitalism, - 1 rediscovered, in the early
1840°s, Marx's now celebrated 1844 Economie-Philosophic
Manuseript: It was its concept of free labor as the
shaper of history vs. alicnated labor which is the marck
of capitalism that governed the study, The Nature of
the Russian Economy. (2) , :

Because the law. of value dominates not only on
the home front of class exploftation, but also in the world
market where big capital of the most technologically
advaaced land rules, the theory of state-capitalism was
not confined te the “Russian Question,” as was the case
when the mpomenclature was used by others. Quite the
contrary. The new in the theory of state-capitalism,

its dielectics, its conclusions, demonstrated, first, that
the State Plan, the.State Party, the monolithic State,
differed in no fundomenial degree from the capitallsm
Marx analyzed, in Capital, where he showed that il was
not the anarchy in the market. but the “despotic plan
- of capital” which Inbor confronted daily in the factory,
Equally fundamental was the second point my study
made, that the 1030's made it possible to prove, In the
concrets, what Marx could only state in theory about

(2) A minority political tendency is always limited
in the space accorded to it in the public press. Thus,
‘the scetion of the study ‘of the Russian economy that
was based on the early essays of Marx and was entitled
Lahor and Society was not published cither when

" Part I, Analysis of the Russian Economy. appeared (New
International, Dec., 1942, Jan., 1943, Feb,, 1M3), or
when Part II, Nature of the Russlan Feoonomy (New
International, Dec., 1947 and Jan., 1847), was finally
published, Labot- and Soclety finally appeared in mimeo-
graphed form in the Johnson-Forest interim period
Bullelin No, 5 (1947}, These documents form part of the
Raya Dunayevskays Collection (Marxist-Humanism, Iis
Origin and Development in America, 1041.1969) that Is
now available in xeroxed form and on film from Labor
History Archlves, Wayne State University, Detroit.}
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Ihe ultimate development of the concentralion and cen-
{ralization of capital “in the hands of 2 single capitalist
or a single capllalist corporation,” (3}

State intervention in the economy, whether totally
or “in part,” characterized both Hitler's Germany and
Roosevelt’s U.S. “New Deal,” Japan's "Co-Prosperity
Sphere' as well as the “Labor Government” in Great
RBritain. What the 1830's eslablished is thal under no
conditions could ‘The Plan be considered cither “social-
ist™ or only n “war measure” as it was during World
War I. The State Plan had become part of the very
organism of capitalism undermined by Lhe Great Depres-
sion, fearful of proletarian revolution, delermined to sur-’
vive at all costs, be it state conirpl or world war, or
a nuclear holocaust-—that is te say, destruction of civil-
ization itself. )

On the other hand. the proletariat has no intention
whatever to let that happen. Its-struggles against that
are ceaseless, although the forms of resistance, of nee-
essity,. manifest themselves in new forms. Thus low
labor productivity, far from being a sign of the “back-
wardness' of the Russiap ‘proletariat, Is the measure
of his resistance to the State Plan, the State Porly, the
Leader.

The masses have proven they cannol be brain.
washied, All the means of communication may be in the
hands of the state, but the hends befong to the same
bodies thal are being expleited, and they think their
own thoughts. ) )

By the time they openly revolt, thelr spontaneous
outburst hews out new roads to freedom, to totally new
hunan relations as well as to working out a new rela-
tionship belween theory and piactice. Such a new ¢poach
opened in the 1850°'s when, at one and the saome time,
a second Industrial Revolution had begun with Automa-
tion, and the wildcats against it, in the US., and, in -
East Europe. revolts within totalitarian lands broke out.

(3) Karl Marx, Capltal, Vol. I, p. 689, See alse

-what 1 wrate in Marxism and Freedom: “The singe

r

capitalist, call him ‘Collective Leadership under Khrush-
chev, Ine.', if you will, will have al a certain stage 2
magnificent plant, completely antomalized, or a jJet
bomber, but he cannot step to ralse the standard of
living of the masses of the workers, lle may be able
tn avoid the mure extreme forms of ordinary commercial
‘erises, but even within the comtnunily itself he cannol
escape the internal crisis of production . . . That is
why Marx, throughout Capital, insists that either you
have the scif-activity of the workers, the plan of [reely
pssoclated labor, ar you have the hierarchle structure
of relations in the factory and the despotic Plan, There
is no in-helween.’ (p. 138).
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THE MOVEMENT FROM PRACTIC
TO THEORY AND TO FREEDOM F

Like the removal of an incubus from the brain,
lhe death  of  Stalin,  in March, 1853, released
fontastic, clumental ¢veativity on the part of the prole-
larial. Within three short months, the fwst uprising
cver apainst Cwmmunist totalitapamism erupted in East
Germany. This iitated a tolally new cpoch of freedum
struggles in East Europe, The “Polish Detoher™ had not
actually develuped into o full revolution, but the ideolozi-
cal strugeles, especially among the vouth, were open-
ended, many-sided. passionate and browghi Humanism of
Marasm anlo the historie slage,

The revolts culminated in a full-stale revolution in
Hungary in 1053, With the establishment of a8 new forps
of wurkers' rule--Workers® Councils—the workers had
created also the decentralized form of relationships for
all other sectors of the papulation so that we had Coun-
cils of Revolutionary Youlin, Councils of Tntellectuals as
well as a proliferation of piartics, newspapers, free
minds,

No matter what one's point of conecntration was in
those three-years hetween the East German uprising
and the Hungarian Hevolution—~hefere the Russian tanks
moved in Lo crush the revalution, when the Nussiang
feared the possibility of revolution, they had faunched
a teliherately abstyact diseussion of the dialectie, ‘the
nedition of the negation” (3i—there was no doubl
whatever that the masses in revoll were a_new hreed,
Even <o simple a slogan us “Bread and Freedom™ -
pnilulcd (o new wavs of uniting economics angd philosophy.

The histerie, the unique, the new initiated in East
Germany in 1953, climaxed in flungary in 1956, reborn

t4) See “Marx's Working Ou! of the Materialist
Dialeclies in the Economic-Philosophic Manuseripts of
the Yeur 1841" by V. A, Rarpushin, This article
(Voprosy Filosofii 1955) has never been translated
inty Enalish. Although mony other ntlacks appeared,
none wete as “striclly”™ philusophie, Nor Is it possible,
now that Khrushchey has become an unperson and the
215t Congress of the Party has been played down.-to
sew, how irem open atlacks on the Humanism of Marx-
ism, the burcaveracy suddenly Gied to usurp it for its
own use by having the reizning philesopher, Mitin, then
deelare Khrushehev's report to contain “the magnificent
and  nobte  cunpeeption  of - Marsist-Leninist  socialist
humanism®” (. [ have traced throush the changes of
line on the subjectl of Mumanism for the years 1055.58
in Nationalism, Comnmnism, Marxist Wumanism and the
Alrican-Asin Revolutions, pp. 2220, (Left Group, Cam-
bridge University Labour Cluh, England, 1861.)
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in the 19607 throuzhmy Eas Europe and culminating in
Crecheslovakia in 1043 (5). and, as the Polish strikes at
the end of 1950 shiowed, the resistance has not el
ended. Al these cpochal developments have vet o be
arasped by inteleetuals for what ey were, are: 2 move.
ment from praciloe both Irecdam and 19 theory, a
sl developing pew dialecties of liberation. :

Paradoxically. (he state-capitalist lendeney which
b Iocked (owads Just such spontancoits o bursis,
had enthasiastically hailed 1he Easl German uprising,
failed to meet the challenze to theory from practice,
While 1 had bheg 10 Base, the moment Stalin died, the.
naestion of the relationship hetveen philosophy and rev.
olution, the working st of a new relationship hetween
theory and practice that would hie rootedd hoth jn actual-
ity and in dialoctics, th, the co-founder of the Tendeney
TWis o ina away frem open Marxism. hethor that was
lue 1o the et that MeCarthyism was in full bloom n
the U5, ar was due 1o his changed attitude o natinn-
alis, the indispuitable faer s that he plorified! first-
West Indizn nativnalism, then Cuba, and then raised
Nkrumah to (he el of Lenin if not a nelch above,

IWken 1 first reag Jolson's ctate-
ment, “in ane of the: remarkable cpisodes in revoly.
liogary Dhistory. he t Nkrumah) single *handedly outlined
i prozramme hased on the ideas of Mars, Lenin and
Gandhi o " 1 wrete: admii that combining Marx,
Lenin and Gandhj is fuite a femt, But for a pamphleteor
like J. R, Johnson wha thundered so for the Suviet
United States of Europe, Siwiet Unjted States of Asia,
world revelution, the stregele apainst bureaueracy ‘a5
such,' the seli-mabilization af the massos anmd for new
passions and now forees lo reconstruct society op totally
new beginnings—1o end with Nkrumal as representa.
live of the new, the Rew, is rather pathetie, There is
nothing to ad hat 0 say with Hamlet, ‘Alas, poor .
Yorick, I knew hime, (Afre-Asia Revolutions, supra,
Bt} (9 ' .

(5} See Crzechostovakly: Revolution and Counter.
Revolution, (News & Lelters Pamphilet, 1568.)

16) "An Exchange of Letters on Hegel's Absolute
Idea™ {May 12, May 20, May 22, 1953) witich appeared
as Appendix in the mi; eosraphed edition of Extracts of
Lenin’s Philosophic Notebooks (News & Letters, Novem.-
ber, 1935, ’

(7) Perhaps this is the place ta comment noy only
on what J, R. Johnson had written on Nkrumah,
also on his sudden rewriting of the history of the state.
capitaljsg Tendeney,

Julinsan's pamphlet from which 1 aquoled p. 77, was
called Facing Reality and rarried, as Appendix, a fap-
tastic  rewrite of the histary  of the stute-capitalist




Naturally this not anly did nnt stap the Tendeney's
full deveivpment inlo Marxism-Humanism, but also, and,
abave all. the ohjectivity aof the specifie form of Marx's
philesophy of liberalion wus embraced by great masses
of people having nothing whatever to do with ideological
battles that appear in factional form, and everything to
o with their spontancous struzgles for freedom under
# contervte hanner of liberation., The socialism “with a
huoian face™ was embraced first by the East Furopeans
who were fighting for freedom froem Conununism, then
by Hie African Revalwtions saining frecdom from West.
ern Imperiallsm, and even, at first, by Castre deleating
soth internal reaction and U.S. imperialism. (8)

tendency upon which I did not bother 1o comment. The
deafness to reality calling itself Facing Heality has since
. then, however, not only rewritten the history of, but
published the Tendeney document itself, State-Capitalism
and World Revolution, as il it were a product of C, L. R,
James alone If we are 1o, believe Martin Glaberman,
.who wriles ke preface to this new publication. “the
auther was C. L. I. James. Terhiaps (s will help to
place James, who wrote (or a number of years under
the pseudonym of 1, R. fohnson, in a truer light as a
“major inheriter and continualer’ of the Marxist tradi.
tion." '

One thing can he said for Martin Giaberman, As
against 'the sudden long list of names appended as pre-
fators to the repnblication of the document in England
in 1856, all of whom. had nething . to de with the
writing of the documenmi, and . some of whom were
adherents, not of the state.capitalist tendency, hut of
bureaucratic-collectivism,  Martin _ Glaberman is  an
exponent of the state-capitalist theory, Tuoo bad that
since hic prandiose pronunciamentn, above, he oo has
scparated himself from Jumes, who had not only split the
state-capitalist  tendency, but alse  split [rom  the
ca-author of Faeing Reality, It was lefl te Paul Buhle
and Radieal America (Vol, IV, No, 4, May, 1970} to
present “with the encourngement of C. L. R. James"
a new collection, without any  compunction what
ever to cite which are Tendency documents, and which
ere individeal writings, on any subject whatever, It is a
mishmash worthy of nol-so-radical American eelectieisn.

(8) The New Lelt Review, Jan.-Feh., 1861, repro-
duced Fidel Castro's 1059 declarntion: “Sianding between
the two pelitical and economie ideclogies or positions
being debaled in the world. we are holding our own
pusitions. We have named # humanism, becanse ils
methods are humanistic, because we want to rid man
of all fears. direclives and dogmatisens, We are revolu-
lionising soclely without binding or terrorising it. The
tremendous problem faced by the world is that it has
heen placed in a position where it must choose be-
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The whole new, Third World that was horn sans
any “leadership” from the Communist world led to the
historic split in that erbit, not because cither the Russian
or Chinese Commumist Parlies were moviag together
with these new “storm ecenters of world revolutien,”
but because both slate powers were fighting for direc-
tion of and control over. (especially the latter), a-world
movement which emerzed clementally. independent of
all existing state pawers—East and West, private capi-
lalist, or state-capitalists calling themselves Communist.

1t is true that, at first, Mac's Communism appeared-
as he agreater force of attractivn—in theory, with ils.
diztum that “power comes out of the barrel of a aun™;
in practice, with the “Great Leap Forward” which prom-
ised 1o skip boih capitalism and socialism, amnd go
“directly*’ to Communism, When, however, it had become
clear that the “Great Leap Forward" had ended in great -
- disaster, and when U.S. imperialism chose to throw the
gauntlet (filled with devastating, barbaric bombs), not
te mighty China, but to little North Vielnam, the Third
World kept away from both ends of the Sino-Soviet con-
flict, solidarizing, instead, with North Vietnam.

1965 cnded disastrously for all o China’s “forelgn
policies,” be they for Asia or Africa or Latin America,.
- not to mention as contender for leadership of the whole
Communist world, Yet thie_ launching of a preventive
civil war, called the Culinral Revolution, scon after the
collapse of the hoped-for Peking-Djakarta axis to coun-
feract both the U.S-NATO Axis and the Moscow-Warsaw
Pact Nations, was not-so much the result of “foreign
policies*- as the product of a retrogressionist philosophy -
which originated in ibhe [ailure of ihe Great Leap For-
ward, and now held that, in place of “one day equals
20 years,” it would tiake no less than “a century'-—"‘or
more” {!) to esiablish socialism. What preceded the
“Cullural Revolution™ of 1968, and may, indeed, he.
called its first form—the Socialist Education Campaign
(1062.3)—rested on an attack on Marx's Humanist
Essays. (8) Though, in the 1960°s, it. was directed

tween capitalism, which starves people, and communism,
which tesolves cconomic problems but suppresses the
liberiies so greatly cherished by man . .. . That is why
we have said that we are onc step shead of the right
and the left, and that this is a humanistic revolution,
because it does not deprive man of his essence, but
holds him as its basic aim . . . Such is the reason for
my saying ‘ihat this revolution js mut red, but olive.
green, for alive-green is precisely our coler, the color of
the revoiution brought by the rebel army from the hearl
of the Sierra Maestrs”

(9) See Chou Yang, *The Fighting Task Confronts
Workers in Philosophy and the Social Speeches,” speech
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mainly azainst “Russian revisionism," (10} the truih is that
hoth Russia and China decided jointly to call the East
European Froedom Fishiers “revisionists.”" The Russian
theoreticians maintained (heir leadership of the Com-
mimist worll and grounded the strnpafe with allemed
revisichism in g “critique” of Marx's Economic.Philo.
sophie Manuscripts hecause that had hocome the banner

of the revolutivnary proletarian opposition 1o exisling
Communism,

The only contribution the Chinese Communists made
to this struggle with rovisinnism was to constantly
gecuse their dissidents of wishing to establish “Petafi
circles” in China. Then, when the Sino-Soviet conflict
crupled, the Chinese added the adjective, RKussian,
helore the noun, “revisionism."” without, however, cras.
ing efther the adjective, Hungarian or Humanist, Cleariy,
A speclre is indeed haunting Communism, havnting it
[romy below, from practice—the spectre of Mamy's
Huomanism, ’

Both giant Communist state powers were alike also
in substituting science for the self-activity of the masses -
a5 the “proef” of the “superiority' ol their social order,
tiereby, proving instead, the correctness of Marx's
ilumanist attack on science: "To have one basis for
life and another for scienee is a priort a lie,"

THE LIE OF SCIENCE ‘ ' :

. This Is whore state-capitalism calling [tsel{
Communism shows its affinity to private capitalism,
Since, however, scicnee's “equalizer” (the I.bomb) not.
withstanding, Russia (much less China) has not yet
“eaught up” with U.S. industrial might, both Commu-
nist powers are- loaking for trade. And, since there is
ho way for U.5.s indusirial might to escape ceonomic
crises and strikes and upposition movements from youth
to anti-war te Black revolutions, jt too wants trade. The
present mild firtation with China lias, of course, other
“balancing” features in mind as il competes with Russia

delivered at the 4th Enlarged Session of the Cammittes
of the Department of Fhilosophy and Social Science of
the Chinese Aeademy of Sciences, Oct, 26, 1063: “The
medern revisionists and some bourgeois scholars try to
deseribe Marxism as humanism , ., In particular, they
make use of certain views on ‘alienation’ cxpressed
by Marx in his carly Economic-Phllosophic Manuscripts,
1844 , , . in the early ctage of development of thel
throuaht, Marx and Engels were Indecd somowhal influ-
enced by humanist ideas ., . , Bu( when they formulated
the malerialist coneeption of history and discovered
the class struggle is the motive foree of social develop-
ment, they immediately got rid of this influence.”

(10)  See especiatly Mao, On {he Correct Handling
of Contradictions Amung the People,




for world mastery, Hut nothing changes basies: the non.
viability of slate-capilalism, ag of private capilalism,
due to the exploitalion of laber, reveals the more clearly
science's impotence.

In & word, the lie of sclence shows itself mowhere
more glaringly than In the atiltude to laber, Thus,
Khrushehev, at the height of his power, proclaimed: “It
is only logical that the conntry of victorious sociallsm
would have'. , | blazed a trail into outer space.” When,
however, the pacans of praise {o seience came down to
earth, they turned out to be pure capitalistic admonitions
for workers to work hard and lrardor, {11) Thus, while
Mao canonized the superiority of science Into the Constity.
tion itsell, the dictum for lahor remained what it had
been through “Great Leaps Forward,” all on the backs
of that tabor, most cuncretely spelled out: “Each person
must work ten hours and engagze In ideological studies
for two hours a day, They are entitled lo one day of
rest every ten doys,™ .

By no accident. whatever, ‘g!orlficnlior; of science
is the mark not only of the ruling classes in the aze of
“selentific and technologieal revolutions,” but alse of
theoreticlans busy revising Marxism, Not the deliberate
stalist misnaming of revolutienary proletarian vppasilion
as “revislonist,” but the genuine historie revisions have
always used “selence™ in the fighl against “the Hegellan
dialectic” which turned out to be the fight asainst
the profetarian revolution, for the “defense of the father-
land.” Eduard Bernstein was the first, back at the
end of the 19th eentury; Louis' Althusser js the latnst
but he Is sure not to he the last sinee, of necessity, these
proponents of “selence” and opponents of “philosophy"’
are sure to keep reappearing se Jong as capitalism is
not {orn up, rool ang branch, the weorld over,

Whal concerned us htore was, on the one hand, the
achievements of the state-capilalist theory which kept rev-
alutionaries from tall-onding Stalinisin into imperinlist
war, and, by relaling the New stage of world ecapitaltist

(113 The just-cancluded 24th Congress of the Rus-
sian Communist Party reiterated that It was most hased
on the 22ud Congress. Though none of the promises have
been realized which were made at the Congress a full
decade ago, the full eoncentration on labor productivity
remalns. And the 1981 Program was most explicit:

"+, . it Is necessary to raise the productivity of
labor in Industry by more than 100 per cent within ten
years . . . To inerease labor productivity and reduce
production costs . ., implies a higher rate of increase
In labor productivily as compared with remuneration
« « o fand in) the second decade every family, including
newlyweds, will have a comforiable fint conformiog to
the requirements of hyalene and cultred Hving"




development 1o the speeific forms of workers revolt
a,0inst 0L, aligning with (ke latter. On the other hand,
the inadequacy of the state-capilalist theory which, with-
out development into Marxist-lfumanism, could net cope
with the actual movement from practice that refused
lo be anly the musele of revolution and let the intellec-
tnals da the thesrizing,

The masses—all the new forees of revelution—have
shown how diflerent proictarian “"subjeetivily” is from
pelty-hourgeois subjectivity, They refuse any longer tc be
only the forec  of revolution, for they are also its Reason,
aclive participants in working out the philosophy of
liberation for our ape. Now that thcy have done so,
isn't it time for Intcllectuals to hezln, wilth them, 1o fill
the theoretic void left in the Marxist movement since
Lenin's death? Al no time has this been more impera.
tive than now when a new zeneration of revolutionaries
has been born, hut Is so dispusicd with "the old™ as to
turp away from both theory and hisiory as if actions,
without those unifying, forces of hisloric and theoretle
continuity, can devise shoricuts to revolution, Jean-Paul
Sartre's advice to youth to rejcéet history nofwithstand.
ing, a “newness” that treats history as if it weren't
there dooms itself Lo impolence. A Hiller with his Mein
Kamp{ could break with history; a revolutionary youth
movemeit cannol, Nor tan one confinue o delude ene-
self that theory car be golten “en roule,” To turn one's
back un plulosophy is as big a lie as is ke lie of science
separated from life. ! :

Marx feresaw the impasce of modern science not
hecause he: was a prophet, but beeausn ke had made
the human being the subject of all development and
saw that there was no other answer to: ean mankind

* he freein an age when the machine is master of man,
not man of machine. There Is sUill no other answer, It is
frem this ground that we today face what Hegel called
“ihe birth-lime of history” and Marx called the vnity of

“theory and graclice, of philosophy and revolution, of
mental and manual labor, the new human dimension,
“thoroughgoing Naturalism or Humanism,”

—Raya Dunayevskaya
May 1, 1971




