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. Miarx's vhole puint is that the comod:!.ty-.t'm;m only became generel whon it

cextenled, to the particwlar commodity, laborr itsslf or rather the capacity
745 Labor. o tuss and Marx ceested Ktz third original econonic oktegoryl;
leber power, Tn Volumo IT he reiterstes oice again: '
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. *"Ha.rx'"s whole point is that the domdlty-&'w‘iq,only becans ganeral when 1t

extonied to the particular comod'ity'. labor itaelf or rather the Eapnoit-y
, ‘po/ Labor, ;ib_thls and Harx created his thixd original ecanomic categoryk;

;l_gp.:or‘nowur. Tn Volure IT he reiterstes once again:
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“:lapa-h'lism. " Tanin's mnthod -of analyais had halped him to f.‘md out t!-e oh]ective
' _reasons for th‘i’ collapas of the Second International and to chart #Lu/future
coursc.‘ He draw uharp clags diatinction betwoen the Second and the Third
International, ' ‘ ‘
What exactly™ds it that Comrades Warde nnd Wright are. t.rylng to prova ‘

: N\
by clinging to the mere listing of the Ufive assentlal foatures?? How doos
the mero ro~listing of these teatures of the 1914 economy help Comrades larde

_ and Wright to understand the economy of 1951 to the end that they find the

-

i ke . o e+ ki g T A

ecomm!.c bc.si.a. tho claas nature of Stalinism?

) .l.l. .

<o

"'f" ' 'Iho vmgusrd tochy faces a vaery concrate aneuw in tho countererovolut-
1on.lry theory of t,ha party put fomrd by t.ho Stnliniats all over ‘tho mrld. .
: 'moIStllinista are not b&d lec.tiors while we oi‘fer ouraolves as gvoci énes. -
. For whst. JJ..‘L int.crrﬂ to do - syess tha aelf-w:bilizat:lon of the proletariat =

tha Stalinisgs are as good leadars as could be 1mag1ned. ese y | /

L am— — o

I Lanin.'sm iz not a mattsr oi “espential features," Ianlninm xa” tha struggle
i

‘.ro:; Lnnihiiinti.on of whatever atandu in the way-of proleta.rinn power’ Comra.dea ;
Wurde and Wright must £irct decide vhat kind of party Lt is they are fighting

nzeinst befars they can decide what is the correct Leninist theory of -.he Rrty ‘-,-f_' )

for 1951, What kind of party are we trying to build? Ve are trying ‘Fo build ‘
a party ;fhich will destroy, not Menshevism in 1903, nor the Social -béﬁocracy in
1919, but Staliniﬂm in 1951, ... o Lo

L e matery of the capitalist over the work is in reality
“the mastery of dead over living labor.' (ARCHIVES OF MARX~ENGELS, Vol. II

{m) 1“8!‘“.) ''''''' "“"'-‘——n—_‘__.“__' mtme e n s o

erx says the same thing in a thousand different ways throu.ghout the
thrse vo].umaa of CAPITAL and THE THEORIES OF HURPLUS VALUE, because 1t ls this \ihi.ch

\sums up\ the whole essence of capitalism, . . . . .

} - '; "Te consequence of the comp.l.ete;fnvﬁrsion in the relationship of
'

-machines to men, with its mizery for labor ani nnnrchy of the market, could not
i‘;

r/\’-'.lp but impress the intellactusls. They were ready with plans ror W“’ﬁhiigz 669 :
;. l
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mapt the ronrgau.lutim of the productive process by lalor itself, Comistently

er poud*.t.he cﬁpeﬂm’ Iva- "'Ts“at"tha—lnbw proceﬂe in oppoa.tt}ion to these

hbauecml ~phtsnsrs vhe- cou_.d_mt ocouprechand. this new power, l Marx werned; not
" to mes the plan Anherent in the setivity of the revolut.ionu- prolotariat must force

;one % poso an eacte:‘nal rnctm- to do the phmﬂ.ng He dlsm..auod with uttsr

conﬂaupt Proudhon?s plan to do avay with exchange. For tha praotical ard vtolent

aetionn o.t‘ ‘the proletarh.t. Harx wrote, Prondhon substitutes the "evacuating motlion

; Prm..dhon was neither the fjrst ner th last of tha piannars, Phnningj.
limited to Mmista. | iabutra _ti mtarislist +ho views tacnno..og.tcal

VTN

doawibo 'I'he manner in whieh machines and labor united under a ‘capitaliat
oncs %s?‘ion’%l :ﬁ’?thg}%ﬂa(ﬂnere{ 37 lfg@t'fictdmtggﬁf 1 as well as

daalist = Marx elaborsted his enalysis of capitalist production.” _ _ , ,
"Hau"t tranarormsd the entire science of political economy. From a

. szdy of th gs. it became an analysis of production rela.tions. He urote some

;u,uo_()'pagaa. er 2,000,000 words, in his analysis of the uconomic system of
capitalism, Ard for all that, 8XCept _in three instznces, he could use the
categories of classical political economy. For those thrje. howover, he had

to cres.te n‘{« categories altogether, How Comrades X dard‘ and wWright take two
of those three now categories and assort that they &re applicable "to any and j-f‘ . g

'“‘M‘uﬂtﬁ ey

~

all societles,V

wetdr

el

How 18 it possibla for Harxists to go so completely off the class ralls

theoretically? The error is no aceldent., It never fails to appear among Marxist

>

theoreticians }é‘lfc; hava "-!‘&_ﬂ_.b'l to grasp the essence of Marxism for thelr specific

epoch in strict relationship to the revdlutionary activity of the masses. Each stage
of capitalist production has posed only two alternatives; either the gelf-activity

>, gfghe vorkers of the plan over thesorkers. A terrible trap awmits those who do not

2 I e e
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Harx concluded, it would be .’umua sible to advance from tho position of the

cJ.rmicnl oncnomlists who. degpite their dlaco\'ery of labor as +ho source of
vaive, "remained more or lese prisonera of the world of i11lusion which thoy
had dinsoived er)tically ..." (CAPITAL, ‘Jolume m, P9 BTF)  vens

\Ian.ln lists five eszential featwes of imperielism, Comrades Warde
ard Wright re<list these ag ir that were the whole aslgniticance of the book.

[EXT ‘;_':-. ——r— -—o-ﬂu-nw:'“'r:qﬁ hq

Wu's toat the :lsnuo. Lenin's book would have to talte mscond place to Hobson's
D[F‘RIQLISH. fnd Hilfording!s FINANCE CAPITAL, on which works Lenin based Mis book,®s
(** Indeed, bourgeois theorsticlans dismiss Lenin's - "IMPERIALIEM precisely because
the: "mlut-y sources" had already been covered in these other books, )
.ﬁs t‘!.ve Yessentinl i'aatm'eu" of imperialism, the five phenomena 1isted
‘ waa-e. more or Iess contained in hoth these books. Wjat was theorraticnlly as):d .
(v Iy . Ly F
pél.‘l.umlly new was Ianin's uingling -out 'che qumt.eaaence or those t'ive fnaturaa

to ba the urann{'ormtlnn af competition Into i.ta opposite, monopoly. B
opposite wan a dinlecgical law which explained the actumal, the concrete problams
thtt faced him, bo+h ecmcmically and politically. In the aconomic political
sphere it meant the development within the labor movement of a stratum of labor
inte its g Egai « an artistocracy or labor. Thereupon Lenin changed his entire
method of approach to the Socond International. He wrote his IMPERTALISM: A’
POPULAR OUTLINE to show the economic roots of the betrayal, Although hia,book
was 3 profound description of the economics of his epoch, that was not the pqi.nt
of the book., The polnt, as he had phrased it in the Preface, was -to disclose that
“the split in the labor movement is bound up with the ok joctive conditions of

12G71




