L THE FEVOLT 'OF }CE WORICE'iS .um THZ ‘PI;AI' UF 'E}D"-'INTILIEC’E"UAT:S

A.n Answer to Comradas Williem #, Warce a.n‘l John G %riga.t
vy -

. _ar&at

e comrndau Harde a:ui ‘:ribht ‘have entitled. tneir sniwer to the doc-
umanta oi‘ NJohmson~Forost," "Marxist pietaod and Idce.a - gnd the Methods and Id;.aa
of tJohnson-¥orest!.? Clearly, shot is iryolved is not & minor mastor. Come=
~rados Terde ond Tright maintaln that thair o.pproc.cl‘. ‘leads to p*-nctic_.l conc].u- .
siong, while that of - HFohnson-Forceth londs to Mpolitienl incrvia..“ Uhal is ab.
stake hore, however, -38 0% potivity or 1:mct.tvity. That is at’ stike hqrp 5.# &
politienl linc, Tho allogodly "ideol srs Lol of GJohnsin-Forcath o4 it to T
affirm tlmt tho pta.lhista wonuld pot eepituloto to the bourgooialo in emch - - °
_counury. ;...ct did tho pro chcn.lmm of Comredon Frrdc aad Tright len.d. thom to, seyY -
~ "hair cantral tnasis is tha.t ‘the mouatroha phanomenon of Stalinism ‘
he.a set the thinking of "J'o‘:..so:z-moraat“ reoling ba.c.‘merd to g meum of. ;pnp-'.
Morxiet antiguities. i, (p.a) Tacy, ke mincemaot out” of Proudhon, - Proudhoniam.
howavar, 16 not tho problom in 1951, : Stelindam 45, Tha. aeture of Stalinism and
how to f:!.ght it rcmn.in tho ‘beeic probloms for tho L.e:crieta of owr du;;

W‘:y tho Silanco on tho Ste.lin:l.at Rovisionst. ) "'

. v ccmrado Trot.lr,y' mmdced ond- n clear div:lsi.on 'batwenn the burezue~
reey, which. he ncid., wou.d aot dafend state propca.'ay‘ on tho ong hand, and:the.
- magges. vho, would dofend 1%, on tho other kand. Be founded o pew, Fourth Inter-.
nntionel e an organ for the dostructica of who Swellniet. T:drd Interne.vional.- b
finco the donth of Troteky, the Strlinish countor-rovelns isn haa comota- fuun
thnorotical bloon in tho oviaion of l.ia.r ig groatost worlc- e R

( ) . Tho, S*aliniats da.\m eu?fimod tlrt t"xo dow uf vo.‘.u.o wag qpplic-
ablo t0.811 sociotios., - Thuyg thoy scperatod what Merx. unite : the la.r: cf vnlue
from the law of aurplus va.mo whicn it ontelled: . | - A o

(2) Taoy ordorocl thant Ghnpto,r T of Valumu 1. of CAPIT&L bo omlttcd.
from. i*e "etu-:.y."  Thilo theoy hvvc thus vitit'tad ity Lulactic strustura,

. {8} thoy havo substitutod far tho.loaw. of tho dec)ing in tho. ra.te
of prof:l.t as tho low of .crpitoliat col:].apao, tho mrorrgir ou,t of .thu TALO-0f .

profit es "tho law of copitrdism.t ) e e

Thors is no seorot ebout this wholosalo corription of Marxian
politicul ocoonory. Tho Stelinists writo .full oncyclopnedins on. tho question, end
pub it in tort slogon form for. Ythe massem to.undorstend,”. What has tho Fourth-
Intoroational hed to say aboit all tidef “Not .a word. Smnl,:l. &n “.!ohnaen-ﬂ‘amat“
13, ond aa "politdcelly inort™ as ite totel concoptions adlogodly moko it, 4% .
took tho fiold agninst the Staliniste onid t.hoir opeloglots in this. ocuntry for -

1424




- Ko
. L} .
their vitistion of Narxism. In State Capitalism and Torid Pevolution, the Stei- !
inist revisions ere destailod once again. Spoclel o..r-mhna*u ia plhcod on the o
thecry of thn collapee of capltclism lrroespoctive of tho maxket: FlIn hie strict-
1y logical thoory Merz oxciudod ony idos that tho syston would coilapse bocduso
goods could not be sold....I$ is possiblo to koop silent obout thie, but to dony

it ~ thet is impomoible,”

: I thought thoe chv.‘l.lengo ard been mrdo cloor cmough, But Courados
Wurd.n and Fright rcr:z-.in silont on r.ll this. Wyt e

T:walved horo i notring loss taen tho clnthmg of tjio paked OX
ploitation of Iobor in Marxist gorments, Taen how cen proletarian’ rovelutionisto
romedn silept dn the £rce of 187 Could 4% bo boemuse the wholc pivot of thes
rovisions 1s tho .concepd thet since there is ho privnto property in :B.uauia.
therc cen be no nxnloitation of uan by vén? It is the furthor contention cf the
Stalinists that, :zlthox.,:;n tho cetogories of CAPITAL sbcund in Rusein, it ig a2
tfascint-Trotekyist Bukhm'inist" nlcnd.er t9 nseery tont the ecomry thersty 1is
state capitelist. . .. .

) . Is it nct cloar thet : Gonrndes f‘{‘rde' end Tiright, imprisoned in
‘thoir soacopt of stato proporiy aq...ala workors stata, sonmot fight the Stslinint
roviasions without firss roviging “their thoory of stabte property? And vhile they
hositato, Comrado Pablo plunses in, head first, " Attontion has boon crlled mst‘
gharply to the fact thot both'on the quostion of the lew of valuc opcrating "in
8 transformed fashion," ond on tho econonics and politics af stet o copitolien,
- Pablo hes sjded with the roviaionists. et hove CD"lrt'(‘.GB Verde rnd Wri;hf. t;o B

-say on that?

© II. Tho Merxien Econcuic Gobegorios, and tho QOisss Strugcic

commaos Yerdo ond 'n’ri{}ht acouso Aronnson-Fer 0st! of tho heinous
crino of idcnti:yinb the cepitelist economy with the PSsviet oconomy.!  Thoy meod
tho cconary of  Stalinist Racelsn, which since 1945-44, the Stnlianlst theoroticiens
.thomaalvan hove: adnitted oporctes accordiy: to the law of vriue., Tho admission
ves forced upon them by tho Russinn Penlity.  ILong before tho edniesion wos mcde,
"Johuson-Forost® had demongtreted thot tho oxistonce in Russiem of the cooncoic
catogories ana.lyzed 12 Marxis CAPITAL was pot o mrbttor of coincidomco, Rathor At
was.duo to & fundementél lcinehip botwoon the Russien econony nnd capitalism.*
In swrerizing tho foots end conclusions of tho oxtensive study, "ohnson-Forost?
upod the ‘edaciee wi—in._.l foroule Horx craa.ted. for-npalyzing srocifically capital-
istic produstion relations: CfV, that %8 ¢o_say, the dominaticn of constart Lap~
itel (o dead lcbor) over veriadle ccpltal (or livinz .sabar )

et Hop t.:i.s ’ "Jc_naon-Forcut“ 45 foken to tmsk. MIn dealing wi.th the
G/V rolation," writo Coorcdos Wyrdo and right, “omo rorweins in the goneral
8piore of FRODUCTIVITY, aqup.'l.:l.y anplicn‘bla 1n this abatrect fora to eny m:d all
oconond e aystoma." (p'.14)

¥  Fundamentel kinuhi.p docs not oomn ddonticnl twinae, As Stato Caplinlism and
Wordd Rovolution puta it: 'Wo Lovo nover snid thot the csuvpory of the Unlted

Stotos 1s tho gamo as tho oconooy of Rusein. What wo say is tlmt hor.'ovor groe.t
tho d:lfferencas, thoe funcemontel lews of crpitv.li.a:n oporeto.

I.,’
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I bog ta differ, Far fros being Yan abstrast form" equelly spnlion
Hbla Mto suy and all scencmic syotems,” 4/ AXR TWD OF T ONLY UTREN QRIGIHAL
CATEGORIZES NARX CONTRIBUTED TO THE FYELD OF ECOUQMICS TO DEFINE ThE SPECITIGALLY
CAPITALISTIC LAW OF MOVEENT .OF OOMEMPMY gocIEM .y ¢ .

Refloet on thim & mement, Marx trunsformed tho entire anlencs of
political economy, JFrom a study of thingg, it becane an annlycis of pruéypciion
relatigng, Hs wrots somo 4,000 pages, or 2,000,000 worde, in i3 cneiyais of tho
sconomic myetem of capitclimn, And for all that, gxzem: in trea~ inuiancos, he
could ugo the catogorilos of clasplcal political oconcty, For thoso thron, howe
ovor, . he had to croato pow cotosorlos piogothor,” Yow Conrados VWmrdo and Wright
teko two of thoso thros now catcgorios oud assurt tiat thoy aro opplicsblo tto
eny end £ll gociotios,f

‘ How ia it possibdlo for Marxists to 'go so cenplotoly off tho clans
ralls thoorotlnally? Tho orror.is no &ccidont. It novor fails %o oppoar smong
"Marxigt thooroticlang who ¥avo fallod o grasp tho cwsenco of Marzim for thoir ;
gpocific opech in Etriect rolationship o tho rovolutionary sctivaty cf thoe ossaos, +
Each stago of cap 5% production nas posad anly two alternstives: gither 3ha

" golf-sctivity of the workers op the plah over the workers. & torrible trop
avaits those who do not hold tight to this, : - '
{1) Morxte CAPITAL ond "the Plongera®

Tae thooreticsl axis of Marx's CAPITAL 1s the question of plan.w=

the plan of the capitalist ogainst the plan of free, associated workers, Chapter
XIII in porticular is unnistaksble in its dlalectical oppositica botwesn the
dospotic plan inherant in capitol. and tis plon of the prolatoriat in the cogper-
ative lobor process, The cooperative for of the labor procens uiloashod o new
productive powgr, The attempt to contrel this power withun cupltalistic confines.
1g ke basis of the despotle plan of capital, Marx affiria ting thers coan'no

. longer bo any dowbt about thim: The workers' rasistunge ins disclosed that what

_ cppeored ideally ae plon wnc in prectice the undisputed nuthority of the papite
alist, : : : STt - " ‘

e say that todny only thoe nctual revolutinn of the yroletariab
in the process of production itself can save gocloty, We hove written ond repesty
future generotions-will stand in anozenment at the oguivocal bub relantless-ragig=
tance that the Fourth Internations) carries on sgrinst this./ Yet 1% is one of the
unique contributinns to theo anelysis of hunan aoclety that this vesy povoli, thie
ond no ether, savod society in the niddle of the last contury, Capitel, in. its
inherent tondency %o oppropriato the 24 houre of the latorer's day for itaclf,
bad broken all bounds of mrvals and naturs, oGe and sex, doy and night, Norz
tolls us that socioty itself wos throatoned, Thoe revolt of the workers ontobe
lished the shorteninz of the working dny, This rovolt snd its consoquoncos led
to the intensive develepnent of mechinery, Bourgeois scientiste, as usanl, :
dained the logelly-linited worlking dey os o rosnlt of thair sciencs, thelr

¥ Lobor power = and with it tho oplit of the cetogory of lnbor linto sbatruct
iobor £ad conereto labor = is the third original Marxion cotepory. (Wa'1l deal
with this later,) Counodity, volue = mnd with it *surplus 7aluo - Herx re¢iined,
but the categorios thumselrea ha took over fren olmssicil political ocondnys
Chnracteristic of Morx woe this Insistence of his upon erociting cluseicol polite
1enl oovonony with & thoory of surplus value i% had nevor elaborated Just besounse

‘1% was iomlieit in thelr labor thoory of walus,
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Antallect, their plan. The bourgecisie clnimed tho invention of machinory

as tholr contribution to men wolfaro tnd progress. Merx poured ooorn on

these Pharisess. The determinetion of whnt is a working.day #prosoante itsolf es
the roswit of a atruggle, & strugelo botweon colleoctive capited, 2.6, tho clsss
of capitelists, and collootivo lmber, ,0.; She working claes." (CAPITAL, Volume
I, pe 269) It was "tho product of & protracted olvil wnr, iore or lose
dissembled, between the copitalist clrnss cnd the working c¢lese.” (p. 327)

The influenco of the workers' revolt on the developmont of mechinory sheuld be
atudiod in Volume I, mrges 447-407. Dul ovon that rowslt, Mocouse 4 43d net
overthrow acopltalisn, meant increesed despotism. ,

Harx crotogoricelly asserts thet since pll labor under capitalisn
is forced lnbor, mlcon can be nothing but the organizotion of productica under the
dominetion of the mrchine, To try to bring ordor, thorefore, intc the cnearcliy of
the corkot of o aocioty bosed on the factory plan, could only meen subjecting
socloty to Mono singlo rastor.n _

On the other hend, ths cooperative form of the lebor process dis-,
closes the socielism imbedded in cepiteliem. The disd pline, unity, croporative
action of the prolstariat proves once and for all, (1) that its existence es o )
¢lzss prosuppossd that tho fundemental types of gll the productive foscea of the
future have besn developed, Uhet is now required is a new method of wniting thoem,
_And (2) that tho solf.dovolopmont of tho proletariat is the now mothod of uniting
thom, Without this no higher form of proguction is possible. - Do Comradea Unrde
and Wpight egrec with this or not? In THE JHVADING SOCIALIST S0CIRTY we asked .
Gormain that question. He did .not cnewor. . . - '

.- _ 'Morx's point i1a that undor capitalist preduction, on the othor' -
hend, the ouly woy a rise in productivity can be achioved is tho over groater’ ]
dominatior of mechines over living labor. WJyohneon-Forost! did rot discover this.
That is what CAPITL is mbout. . . . , s o,

‘ The corsequence of the complete inversion in the relatiomship of
machines %o men, with ifs oisery for labor and anerchy of the merket, could not
help but lmpress the intellectuals. ‘They were reef; mith planz for everything
except tho reorganization of the produntive process by lader itself. Consigtéatly
Msrx posed the cooperstive form'of the lebor procoss in opposition to these in.

- Yelloctusl plannors who could not cemprohend this now poror. Marz warned: not to
seo tho plan lsherent in tho activity of the revolusiorary prcletzvial must forsa
-one to pose an exiarncl factor to do tde plenning, Eo dismlssod with ubter
+ contempt Proudhon's plan to do awey with exchrnge. For the procticel and violent
acticns of tho proletarict, Marx wrote, Proudton euwbetitutos tho fovacuating
motion of his head.! » : : o o
. Froudhon was neither the first nor the last of the planners,s: |
Flanning is not limited to idealists, The abatract matorialist who views techno-
dogical developmert ov*side of the class relationship elsv slips back into conpid.
ering the capitelisile izsuors of production as mesn fretors of aay sociel form
" of production, "hat i3 Wiy Merx-croeted new cotegorios - coastent end voriable
copitel - to describe the manner in which machines nnd iuber united under a .cap~
1talist oconomy. JIa opposizion to sll the planner: - sbutrect metsriolist ss
well as idealist - Merx elaboratod his emelysis of capitalist mroduction,

: In Volume I of CAPITAL, the socialintic nature of the cooparative
form of-the Jabor procecss is held out in sharp contrast to the kicrerchic strug- .
ture of capitealist control. In Volums II Marx iaclates the napi.t_alist sation and
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analywes it a3 a unit:

4. we must not follow the meaner copied by Proudhon from
bourgoois aconcmics, whick looke upen tals natter se thoush
& soclety with a cepitelist codo of production wopld lose
its specific historical and economic charsctoristies by
being takon n# n unit,  Fot at £ll, Fo havo in thst cose
to deal with the eggrogato.cepitelist, : o

: : (CAPITAL, Volumo IX, p. 503)

it is not "Joknscn-Forost" who precch that pioce of Proudhonim,
It ic the Pourth Internotional.

The vhole of Volume II is built not on individucl, privato cepitel,
but on sgzerngnto, nationnl cepitel.® N : :

. In Volume III, Marx returns to the creative plon of the workers )
a8 the plan mont adsguate to their human nature and most worthy of it. 8o that
the creative plan cf the workers in opposition to the authoriterien plen of the
cepltaliat rune like e red throad through all throo volumae of CAPITAL. -

- Wow Lonin in 1915 renlized that thore wora aspscte to CAPITAL . .

that nc. Marwist, including himself, had undersicod for &0 years. Wo, in 1951,
can see 3till further, for the problsm pesed thecrstically by Merx in CAPITAL ig. -
the very one posed so forcofully in a concrete mannor by sur opoch. fThe MHarxist

. theoroticlan who hes failed to grosp this has inverinbly .fallen into the scmo
trop as the gbstract matoriclist, mad singled out somo-basic olemont of ecapital-
ist production-rs-a mere todnienl prodlem, Tho iaestrpable naxt, step 1e to . .. °
#pirlt awcy the cless content of tho oconomie categorios Morx cxceted, This
hoppenod t0 the groat. rovolutionory mertyr, Rose Iuxomburg.” Co

: . Thorc FPreudhon pourcd. forth a1} his wretk ozrinst the archine but .
had net hing to say about tho nodorn gorkshop,’ that is, thoe fretory, Comrado ..
Luxemburg pourcd forth hor wrath egeinst tho' modern workshop but-let the maching
sténd ap if thot conid be divorcod from. its factory onvironment. Having divided,
whot Mexz had wndted, she followed tho pattorn es if: sho hed boon: atege direciod.
She seid that thoro is noth:mg_spccificolly-cn@itclistic in the c¢niogories c[v,.,'
Thoso, sho contondod, wore meroly oxprossions of machiao production in "any and
all® socictios. That is hoy she begen. Sho onded by rovieing tho -Marxiet thoory
of accurmlntion, ( Soc "Iagtomburg s Theory of Accurmletion,Mby P, Forest, N.1,,
April and Mry 1946.) Tao somo, in Aifferent circumstonces, wns trug o Bulcharin,
and precisely, I night edd, on tho quostions of stato copitelism and of tho
oconory of thoe tremsition period, Both orrors wore incvitable. Tho crisis ot .
each new stage of capitalist production needs some solution, Thore ig alrays e
radical bourgeois solution which, of course, orly intensifies the erisis, ZIet

the Merxist theoroticien boware, Ho must. find in tho spoéific circumstances tho
_the basis for the specific fevolutionary action of the ngases. If ha doos not, ho
ia dramm fatally toward the solution posed by the radical bourgenls, . SR

® Angone apare of the voluminous dobatos around Volume II will coumt 1,000 and 3
befere ne abandons himsolf to tho assertion that the socloty Marx denit with wnh
only en "ebetrcetion. ! ’
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By her theory of sccumlation, Rosa Iux amburg anticipated the under-conaumption— -~
igt theory of Keynos, by his theory of sato copitalism and the ecenomics. of ( 3
tho transition period, :Bukha.r!.n ant!.cipnted. Stelin. N

It mey Intoresb ‘Comrades Farde end \'iright to learn thot beforo the
thoory bof Buremucratic dollcctiviem could be fought politienlly, it hed beoumo
nocosgery to destroy tho' Merxist protonsions of Joo Oarter, the thooroticlen of
buronucratic colloctivism fn this countTy, procisoly in this fi “fiold,- He,too,had
tokon oxception to the Merxinn cotogoriocs, G/V. (Sec "Production for °roduction's
gnke," by J,R. Johnson, W.P, BULLETIE, 1943; end "4 Rostatomont of Somo Fundeoont-
als of Morxism, Ag;.inat Cartar's Vulgo.rim‘cion.“ 'by Fe Foreet, W, P, BULLETIH,
March 1544.)

(2) Once Agein, the }..a.r"itm Economic Oe ggoriea

Comraodes ua.rdo and \"right quote .&n.rx to the effoct that. jaborers
and moans of pv-oduction rempin the basic frctore of jroduction, wietover be ite
accicl form, without, howover,-specifying that thoy urc ineorting pamnthemcal
exprossicns of thoir own. thcy mako th:: fonowing two n.d,ditiqna' LN . .

y ‘ 1) Nm:t to the word. 1a.'borers. com-ades Farde and Wright im;erts
"ox M";

y © By Rext ﬁo the ‘words, means of. productiou. .they imsert: "{or G) n,
(P'.' ]:4 ) . ) ) e : : - .

Thaat How it is true- tha.* Ht gng - "0" a.re synonymous with labora:a aml

-aana of produstion, but only if one. 18 spoaking of. capitalist: production:
Bucmise Yarx's subject at thnot- point of the.guestion was not capitallst prod.ustion.
but any forri of aocisl produciion, ha specificelly excluded od them. If, for romsone
of their own, Comrades Tarde cnd Wright folt compolled to includo them, they- -
ghould hevo told the recder vhy, end,. in any ceso, spoci.f:.od. that those wers thair
o*m. not Lax'x's pa:cnthetica.l tdditions. ]

0T Marx -’ollows. up t‘he aentence a‘bout the union of the :two factora of
m‘o:’.uch.on. with: Frhe smci;..l mamair in. which this wmion 1a peconpiliehéd distine
Zuighios the .diffdrent acunonic .epochs from one- another. (GAPJ.u\L, Volume I.I.
Do 44) Thera comrades ‘.ard.e a.nd Tpight atop : : L
oo :'. 'I.'hay hmre ‘s missarl tha whcle point. It :I.s oniy a.fteg tbis .
 goneralization that Vesx spioifies ir vhet menzar they united uador ckpite J.:tata.
0f such great "histovidal. Lopun aact foad Here corclder his anawysin of the.swe -
, factore of production-gs. the prodasiive meds of exiuvience! of ‘wwdlial, theb. ha
refers the reader . its.fuli-enalyeis in Volums I: ihere, lars Led put his®
entire -ecphasie on the Fegt: thet-be had: 4o, cell, both lebor and neens of prcluc 1ou.
copttel. In bruth, he.mstnesces, it-is now tho roens 02 producticon thot empley +ho
1aborer, uact..the ladorer thaimcens of productions.. To desuribe thls speplel monner
1n which machines ~ndln bor witcd, Marx croc.tcd. tho rotagnrica, 31V, nonattmt ond
varisble copital. i oo ch o .
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Gomrades Fa.rde and. r.right stand this on ite head, Instead of
havirg labor and means of vraduction waise in & opecial menner, they have GfV
do so, Thay write: NIt 18 tho spodiel nracer i walcah G/\r roalatioaship is eo~
tablished thot morks off copdtclisr: fram the “treasitional Soviot cconomy." (p.14)
fo. first thoy ftelcecopsdlt Winchinoes cnd L-For wi*h C/¥ to melte them synonymous.
Fow they heowe §fv” ostrblich itgulf in virious woys rnd, sinco wdor copitrlism,’
1t manifosts itsolf o8 s/v ‘(tHo relotion of surplus velue to vericblo anpitnl).
thoy' concludo: . "in’ donling with thoe S"V roleticn, wo cro dorling with ono und
only onc ocaro.r:nic apoc.h th.r.t of cn.p:.ml:l.e—\." (p. 14)

' ’Iho 1ot sontoncc i8 tho cne thrt finally stmdn m i.tsfeet But
for ;from iroving that C/V 1s mot such o ct'pitn.listi.c rolotion, 1% ‘only losves. un-
ane-mrod. tho guoetion: hew was S/\.f, that is, tho dogrog of cxploed t.e:.ticn. B
extrectod. The sapwor is c[ quels oxplained :.t-

.

"Bv ascertaining the d.:l.atinction uetween constant a.ud va.ria.bla
ca.pital he was enabled to trace the process of the formbtion of surplus value if
all.its details end thus to explein it, g feat which nowa of his pradecosaors hml
accﬁmpl.tshad." {Prefece, CAFIRLL, yoluwms I, P. aa} i S

A

Bnd Mr¥x not’ erentod tho cnta%orics GfV, rnd had workud °onl;{ with
tho cotogorivs, 877, tho. Lonp Irom tnc UiOLribubive epherc of atopirn socicliem
int‘o THS . productson aphcro 0f 8clirtiTic socialisn’ m\u].d',,hovo 'buan impossi‘bfé'f

- ?T‘na vary atructua of GAPITAL tulls us’ thit S/ - ary’ der:wativaa of
¢/v, fer L{arx dodls wita the "Rate of Surplus Valust" (Glmpter Ix) only -.er he
has deelt with the "Qonstant Caritel and Varipble Capital! (thptar VIzI).
Sceouse, howevor, Comendos norde cnd f‘righ’b"hrd Tadiiced tao economic cateporj.as
doeling with tho oxpleitotive oxtroction si leber under” ce.p.tt ciiom to mere factors
ef produciion of Moay" form of productior, thoy wors oblivlous to this and foumd
instocd, that thoy kad to divide whet orx hod vhitol: tho questian of prodn..ti—- '
vity and tho quost*on of tho closs struﬁglo. o '

Lcomrod.c.s Tardo ond, Fribht necnso’ Wohnson~Foreht of s.:ir.ting tho
whole rxis from tho closs strugslo fo tiw questish of productivity, But shit is
tho claes struzels if it is sob tho pover-enditz eirugzle in tho factory sgainst
whtt Merx ealled Mtho strictly’ rop-ul. $ing. authority of the sopinl mochanism of -
tho labor procoss graduated into o complote hiernrghy.M (C.AI-‘ITAI... Volunme III,

D 1037)] How for removod. ic tlnt from the ccedomlc play of words, 'agents and
principrle™!  Tho cgent Liorx has in mind g, the agout of erpital, thnt third foree
thnt stonds in the woy of lobor, unitod f7ith moens of pr::duct:!.c“ in o noturel
way, *nd not by the int orvantion of pr outa:l.c‘!.e force, thb hiercrchy ‘capiteld .
creatos, & rolation of glass, The hlor~rchy built up ir the frotory has little o
- do with the “oymorship" of & "pri.;ci.pa.'l. " It is something o gront desl moro basie,
with & more solid fowndetion:and doopor roots. Tho "agont" that Marx is analyzing
is thet tough burocuorosy whieli ho Gompores nlways to o military hiorardiy which
bes & atrengle hold on the workers as they work cooperatively. This hierarchy
is no simple "agent of a principal." It is the divielion of Asbor which mskes of
the workers mers antomatons who' must not move from their n:l.cho in the agsombly
1line, while ovoryonoc from tho "principal" to the "egents," thnt wholo. geng of fore-
mon, Gisoipline tho workor, This discipliune forces from:him ovor esreator smounte
of surplus velus through mora machinos rnd tazrough the groaﬁor inteneity with ith which

thay arc oporatod. dorxis point wies that_so 10 org 1a° o, & ot "ilpocia.‘!.
catel in 1tfon to 150 diroot n Broﬁuoor, t%.t _1e how long thatfsocinl
.moghan will continuo to dominntc. Thnt i5 o why Morx, from tho vory ﬁrst
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. } MThe mastery of the coopiielist over the worker is in
{. roslity the mastcry of diad over living labor."
{_. {ARCHIVES 'OF MRX-::I’G..I..;. Yol., II {VII), Russian,)

Marx aaya the-scme thing in e thouurnd differcmt weys throughout
the threo volumos of GAFITAL end THE THIORIES OF SURPLUS VALUE, becausse it ie
this which sums up tho vholo essonce of capiirilism, It is fer.this roason thet
- Morx hrd not divided, cs Comrrdes Sordo ond Tright hed dividod, itho claes strogelo
from the quea*ion of rroduct:.vity. Fre from boing ~nything obstreet, pronucti.vi.ty
is tho moat conercto, tho most opprossive wey of meking workers swoerb thie more.
That is proolsoly what Morx wns srying with his formwla C/V. Comrades Vordo amd
flright, howovor, who theoroticnliy hnd strippod thesc entegorics of thoir class
contont, ond progtiecily spoke of soro olstrect "Sovict ecconcry?:instced of fhw
apociﬁc clase rclations in the fretory, s~w, nnd ¢mn sca, I‘naihi g ia corron®
botweon the Ruasinn cconomy ond capitnlism. ‘

(3) TFetishisms and ZFreely Associated

i_pcmrades farde and \,right stand svorything on: ita head. Wnere
Marx says the property relationship is nothing but a logel cxpression for the
production rclationsalp, they nelce the productive rolatlonship:acthing btut an
expreseion of the, property form or rolationship, Thero Marx says that oubside
the prcduction -rolﬂt;lunshi'n, proporty is nothing but a Juristinv 111uaion, Comredcs
Varde and feight sey: -MEroductive relstions of the cconomy t_mnaibiono.l to uoc- .t
iplian io containod in colloctivizod pmporty."_'] Ghoro Merx? soys Ak 12 yow ¢
understead bourgaois privnto pronorty to be hut o lng..l oxpression f£6i claaa o
entegonismg, thon "In tals ocnog" (ry cmphosis, F,F,) Utho. theory of Comrmnigte
moy bo summed up- i tho ¢ singlo sontoage: Abolition of privato property," theve
Comrodes Waorde rmd Bright loove out -the phrese, MIn thiesonsc,! oltogother,. ond,
with.n cnntury of capitodint 6eve1.omcht bokind. thomy enua.to the abolitd on o.f
elnss antogomums with t‘hc abcli"ioa of priva.tc prornorty. .

' " @arx, on the othsr Hand; fcmnd, with 1333 the.n tmo decades af .

‘developwent seperabing the writing of Tl COMIUNISYT MAUNIFESTO from the writing ofi.

. the RULES of the First Internatipnel, tiet he had more rosson tu emphaa:.zo the
word, "monupolizer" then the word, _"privrte * . qhus the RUIES proclsimed "tha
sconomical subjedticn of the ran of lebour to tho monopolizor of the moane of -

) la‘bour, .that ig, the soiurce T 'of life. 1ies ot thoe botton ef sorvituds in all 1ts

i‘orms, of a1l sociecl miacry. mentv..l c’.egradntion, and’ politicd deriondgnco. 1 .A.nti e

when & f£ow yeer léter tho Poris Commuine camc out of the rovelutionary: ‘metivity of ¢

the proloturiat ‘iar... far from ehouting, privato proporty, private prcporty, L

privete’ property, wérned - ‘ageinst oven "coop:n*otivo procluct!on" baccmir.g a moro

hgham and, snerg. "t T‘m only woy to provent ‘thnt, m’ote Md.rx. in' THS CIVIT WAR IN

FRANCD, 18 fo Beq th;..t all control romains in' ‘tha ‘hende of "Eréo and asesciated.'

1nbor." ALY ithe emp]maih _naw shifts to £rag_snd assogintod ated Iabor! oE! for the gtate.

iy boig_smz\"hcd?"up d {n°3Fs stord 1e to bo n Commzo. -Andyloi'the’éve of -

QOctoboyr, I@n:ln pats hia stroaa on’ tho -Tnet ‘thos tho Commmne wos' Ynof. o -stato et v

all,” Ia ‘Stelindst Russid with its ubiquztoua orry, with ite bvor-exoa.ndmg ;
prisons,. £oréod labir oadps ‘"not o stoto at llW?  Or in trensitied:to ‘that? Doos .
its propc¥ty form roally contain b 10 productivc rolati..nn of tho 'oconcmy tro_nsit-
ional to Hocinliem"’ (p. .8 ) ) _
»e . b . ol
R @ven where Comrades Tarde and Vright etate a rimpls Harxi.st tmtk; !
it aomehow ga* tranoformed. into ite opposite. They. state,. for- instence, that the:
real contrediction 1s botwden produs ative forees end production’ relptiona, _Abdo-
moly true - Bub rhe“o .uarx includeu tha rovolutionary ;prpla.ariat as tho greatast

¢ - ..'. ) ,_-'.

. 1431




-5 -

productiva force, the productive forces with them ers only the simple material
means of preduction. No wonder that tho "quest for unpiversality® is to thom "an
1deological, not a metoricl fored.! lo wonder thrt, though they quoic from
Merx!s FOVERTY OF FHILOSOPHNY so oftcm, they fulled to.graep its ossonco: "But.
from. tde moment thet 11 spocinl development coescs, tho noed for univorsality, .
the tondoney towerds en intogril developmont of tho individucd boging to moko

itsolf folt." (p. 157)_

© Thip was not "just* the-young Merx-of the enrly rHIIOSOPAIC E3JSAYS,
nor "only® the Yerx of FOVERFY OF.MEITOSOHIY, ) Nor is it cbeeat {rom the COMMUNIST
MATFESTO which Comvedes Tprds rnd Tiright sce cs o menifesto for tho abolinion of
privote property in order to institute state proporty. The eim is botter stated
by Marz who writos that the abolition of class eatcgunlsms meons to havo "on
associction in vhich tho f2sd Botolopmeont of onch is the condition for the freo
dovolopmont of ~ll.m I put-it bluntly.  "Johnson-Forest" say that this frea
sssociation 18 the new materiel -fofree, the greatest of ell productive forces.
"yohnson-Forest! have askod the guestion often onough and I ask it agein: Do
Comredes Gprde and Tright sccept f.hial or is it for thom idoalism?

.

It is the moturo Marx of CAPITAL who seys that oven for the. aimplo
task of getting rid of the fetishiam of commoditics, it ie not onough tc see
labor as the séurcoiof value "nd Mmow" thnt-class relations are involved, Thus
wo seo thaotiMorx from tho first chopter of CAPITAL posos tae guestion of plen of
‘the freely nsdociajod loborors, This time it is posed in opposition to the fot-
ishism of "the commodity.form. / e Feowo

© . Vhat 1s needsd is clear: it Is-to see labor not as substance, that

is to say, thing, bist aa subject, that is 0 sny, on active, developing human
being?] Hence, whore the politicol economistps begen their nnalysis of ceplteliam
. with-Inbor os the sourde of volue, Mnrx bogen CATITAL with tho concept of labor-
power, the worker ns erestive subject. With tai8 new eopcopt of the worker ea a -
bumen boing, ho could seo whet tho politienl osoncmists sould not soc - thel ’
mnder srpitelise himnd relations cssamed. the form of materindl rglat:idns, ‘gbelol
-ralations essumed”tho form of roletivns botwoon thiugs. Merx srys thet such |
rolotions bobiach mon mast assume "tho fratestie form of ~ rolotion botwoon thinze!
bocouse thot isy, in truth, whet thoy cre. Under the perverse relationship.of dead
to living labor characteristic of capitalism, socisl rclations, writecs Harx,
freally. ars matericl rolctions bebweon persons exnd socinl rcletlons betwoon tilngs!
{CATITAL, Volume I, vp. 83-24., Indood; tho product of levor undor copitelism

gan hove no other form but that of the commodity. Tons of millions of workors in
Ruasio, in their own woy, kmow this., Tint is why the Stalinists are so enxious

to heve Chopter I of Volume I omittod from the study of GARPITAL.

) . 'The fetichism of commoditles expresses on the market lovel what
the C/V relationship expresses ‘at the lovel of productien -“that the human boing
does not control the 'thing, but the thing coatrols tha‘-human hoing. It was cnly
by boginning with this now universsl concopt of tho workor 'as creative dubjoct that
Marx could poso tho fundamérital hogations inhorent in-cepitalist production:
(a) tho nogotion of tho fotishism of comroditios, cnd {h) tho nogation of the
workors a8 port of tho mochmnism of cepitnsl, That is Wiy, as has botn showa abovs,
Marx cellod tho worlcor yerisblo crpited. For Horx tho ndzrtion of ‘both of those
could teko pleco. orily by tho worltors bocomiang frooly ascocintod. 76’ substituto
for this, notlonnlizod proporty and "plammod oconomy,™ {'s to-burn Marx ianto nothipp
‘moro thmn tho vulger mabericlist tho bourgeoisio soy he is. . ' .

It urs bocruso Herz had this gunorel soucept of tho workor thnt bo
could have tho moro ceacroto conocept of the socinlizod workors - frooly associatod

mon. :
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: Cuarx'a whole point 18 that the commodity-form dnly bacems geperal
when it extended to tho particular com-edity, lcbov itself or rother the capacity
to labor. ‘To this end Morx croatod his third originel occenomic category: lador
rower. In Volume :IJ he reitorntes onco opain: ; T

"Tho peculier chrrectoristic is not thnt tho commodity,
lobor pawer, is eclenble,; but thet 1nbor power nppears
in tho shpe of o commodity." (GAPITJ}L,;-VOJ.I‘E}G II, p. 27)

How read 'thie:

"An eccnomic system 1s. first of a1l datermined. by its

cless structure....And sepitalist.zocioty - by.the sole ‘

. of labor power to the capitaiiet class which omms’ the.

., meang of productiop.” : S

It is by Comrade Weiss in “is report to the National Couvsntion, {DISCUSIION.
BULLETIN, Ho. 6, Jenuery 1951, p. 13.) . o . . .

, ) Ei?here Yerx pode the ‘commadity-form appearanco of living labor tio
guirtessenco of .cepitelism, Comrade Woifs nddo the snlenbility thot quintessefisa.
Merzis point is that the form of appcaromco of living lnbor as ‘more’ labdr powor -
roveals the clnes structure of socloty fnd thim bolios ‘the equality of oxdiange.

Comrade Woiss's polnt scems to bo thet the ownordhip. detormines the ‘clnes strucs
tures Cournde Veiss thus lenvos tho fotishisn,ishoregt in conzoditicns vhore

classicel politicel oconory hod loft 1t, Marx was most categoric on thy matter. .
The only way that the feiishism can be stripped off "is -through the workers! revolt
ageinst the conditions wiidh have praduced 1%, end: thenceforward as Lra0ly-asnogi
iated xen planning their own lives. Siovld en inteliectual over lose aight of
this typo of plen in strict reletivaship’to “this rovelt ond tlils self.activity of

the workors, Marx coacluded, it would'be impossible Lo adverce from” tis position;

of the cléssical ceonomists who, dospito tholr discovery of ‘lator-datha ‘8ourga’ of

yalue, "remainod mora or 16ce prigoners of “the gorld ‘of il¥udion which tioy hed

“ddssolvod © critically,..  (CAPITAT, Volume III, Te 967y

oo “hoorotint)ly there s Ho other read. That ié’.wf.'iy Comrodo, Taiss
could not holp but £211 into tho trop thet plueys lics vielting for the Marxist'™
theoroticitn who loaves out this central point of CARITAL. o B

(III. Thit Mout Lenints Yotaod?

) Courndes Terdo sud Tright attempt to attributo to Orohnson~Porost?
an aggertion thet we rre "sclf-avowod rovisionists.? o deny thek absolutely. ..
The essence of roviglonism is blunting the clnss distinction betwoon the rovol-
utlonary vongurird cnd tho labor troftors of ail typos. Yot ue sco what Comrados”
Vorde and Tright mrkd of Lenin's IMUERIALISH crind saet "Johnson-Forostf, ‘the =
allagod revisionints, nrke of it. e ‘ G

e g o 0040 118t8 Pivo eosentinl fantures of imperinlisn. Gomredss .
Words ond Wright re<llat those as 1f thet Horo the wholo osigiificance of tho book.
kore thrt the isgue, lonlals book would hrwve to tekn .Aocornd place to Hobsontn™ -
IMPERTALISH, and Xilfording's FINANCE CAPITAZ, on which worke Zonin breed hik book.d

& 1Indeod, bourgeols thooroticiane dieniss Lonin's IMZERIATISH Prociscly becaunsn
tho "primery sourceg! had elroady boon covered' in thos ‘other booka. .

DA
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ds five Vessentisl features" nf imperialism, the five phenomena
listed were, more or laas,contatned in both thoso boocks. ohat.was thoorotically
and politiczlly new was lenin's singling out the gquintossonco of thoso five, '
foatures to bo tho transformation of compotition into its ovnogite, monopoly.

Ioenints centrol thosio wus thet tic trensformation ¢f onc thing
iato its oppoeite wes o dielecticel modo which capladacd the eetusl, the concroto
prodlome thet facod him, both oconomicelly cnd politicrlly. In the oconomic |
dovolormont it coant tho trensformation of compotition into monopoly. In the:
politiccl sphore it meont tho dovelopment within the lobor movement of o strotum
of labor intc its oppodito, nn aristocrocy of lobor. Thorcupen leonin chongad his
ontire nethod of npproach to tho Sceond Intornntionsl. Ho wrotc his IMPZRIALISH:
'A TOFULAR OUTLINE to show tho ecomomic roots of tho botrayel. -Although his book
wa8 o profound descoriptlon of tho oconomics of his opoch, that .wes not tho polant
of tho book. The point, as he hrd phrased it in tho Profoco, wne to digelose that
"the split in the labor movement is bound up with  the objoctive conditions of 2
irperielisn.” ILonin's pothod of analysio had helped hin to f£iad cut tho objoctivo .
‘roasons for the collepese of the Socoud Internationsl and to chart its futuroe -
course. Ho drow a shorp clese distinction betwoon the Sccond arnd the Third Intor-

notionol.

' ) What exactly is it.that Comrades Tarde and Lright ere trying to -
_prove by clinging to the mere-Yisting of tho "five esusontial deatures?® How ddes,
the mere’ re-listing of those foatuves of the 1514 economy help -Corradag iprde and
Vright to understand the econony of 1951 to the end that they find the seconomie -
basis, the cleops nature of Stalinian? Thoy, we aio to presums, ere not vevision
ists becauso in 1951 thoy list the fonturos of 1914 and add tho cleim that those

ora not only corroct now, but more so. .Tho.pgliticel result howovor, is.that ,
until 2950 thoy prodicted that Strlinism would follow the ropd of tho Social Dom-
ocracy. Now thoy contlimue to' list thesc features cnd chenge tholir position on

Stalinisz for romsons which havo nothing vhatover to de with thosc fonturos, ¥or
Lo;zi?i howovor, thero wee no division botmoon tho omsential foaturas oo his
po ce. . : . : .

Conrados Trrdo and Tright ngcin think thoy are following Yonin in
stroseing the neod to oxport surplus capital ne "iho fundamontal . charactoristic
of cupitalisn." This is totnlly wrong. Evon.tho Amoriesn bourgosisio is concornod
with sonothiag rore vitel tirn the export of capital, The fmorican Yourgeoisio
Imovs that there is no poseibility vhatovor of ites finding any bosis far eurplus
profits from tho oxport of capitol in the woy tho British Zepire dld. Ho omo in
tho vholo wido worlé bolioves thot thaoro is, oxcopt Comrndes Tords and Vright epd
thoso in tho Fourth Iatornationsl who thinke 1iXo then.

s is choractoristic of capitelism of our day, o far moro fundanent-
£l novament thom thoe oxport of capital is invoived, Vhore fivo Arporialisme in
1914 sought to oxport surplus cepitel for surplus profit, wo zow hovo two lrrge DP
mass9s of capltal each seeking to insorpprate smaller nations). capitala into their
larger ono. Thie io o far more serious guestion then the meare export of oppital.
It is thip which is ot the busis of political undorstruding todey. Thoover thinks
in torms of export of capitel simply dous not underetend, not only tho oecromies
of todny, btut whot is for more importdnt, its politics, Ia this necessity to in-
corpornto nationnl copltels thoro 1s no difforonce botween the Unitod Stntos pud
Rusaine. Thore is not end there cannot be. Heore I can best expresas it by queting

from our Regolutlon on the Interustiona) Situation which &s publighed in the pro-
gent bulletin:
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"'The ba.nhuutqr of capit‘.;ist pro&uction cnn?n.g not the oxport
of capital for surplus profits: it compels tho, dominant capitels to sesk to in.
corporate and spubmit to their domination the total naticnal "capital of other
ustions, The amaller mationcl capitals, such as pritain and France, contimue to
resiat, but they ars gtendily being forced intd o situstion whers thelr capital,
monpower, sciontific kmowlodge, ote. cro boing incorporsted into the servicee of

_the United Stetes. The samc vroecss is bolng followed by Rugsie, Thig ieg the
process of staiificetion-of production apd contmli.ation cf cepital om & glgantic
nationsl ard intornntfoasl scnlo. This is the oconbmic movenent thet hns destroyed
five compoting impcrielisma f£or tho redivisipn of the world end hna uuhst:l.tutad.

_two glgentic Lt lh af cepitcl corpeting far totel” ccntmuzation.

’ : "In this ‘change i to 'bo fmmd. ‘the brsic nconomic roegon for the
d!fforoncc botreon. the reformist perties of Forld Trr I nnd the Stalinist pertios
of Torld Wor II. ‘Thorews the Socicl. Damucrt-.cies oneh yomninod mttoched to- ite omm
"' netionsd-enpitsl, in World Ter II m:d ‘since, the Stalinist pertice ettached thome
_30lves bo Ono of thi competing powers, nad 'the Socirl Democrats to-the othor. It
2“4 tho dovolorment of world economics snd world politics which heve caused tho
ch.ange in tha .character and- pol:ltics of the lobor 'burcau.rr cics, M
Lonin. inal.atad that walces yoi. understood tho spocific naturo of
:l.mparmlim in 1914 you could not tzko & single stop. wo assart: today that every
singly -mistuke of the Fourth Interpationsl stems from 1ts rofuscl to umlorutanﬁ
“thew specif!.c sta-ga cf ir:.pormlism d.e.v . . ' S \

.

St e IV, WIdoclism! and Colierota Quostiona ':,'_-‘ BT

1+ Comra daa a.c'.ruo ond rif;ht roeuee "Johnuon-Foroat" of hewing nlippsﬁ.
into Hcgalie_.im in its "purc 'Ldeanst form:" Tuoir point dotme t2 be thot .oor
idoas on (hristisnity p-ove thedr adeusrition of idoelipgm,  THE charge is grotosgua.
I an sorry to. hevo to we;.ry the copredos ‘once mors with o poragvoph from TORLD -
HE(DBUTI{}RAH? P‘GTIV"S whiCh wa' ‘had alraady quoted in S"‘.hI"‘ WIMISM .é.i'D

WORLD- B,«VOLU";.O.LT ' : :

"Hezel saw objeciive hiatory as the auccessive ma.nifestat* one
sf'a werld eplris, I,ar:; placed tha objactive movemeat in the
process Tof producstion. !:eg;dl had buen r'.riven o sce the pe: -
‘potusl quast fer umvcrsa...:.ty a1 nec.oa.,arily coufincd to 1—ae i
procass of Imowledgo. arx Poversed this and rootod ‘the quost

for univc*eel*.ty in the nedd” ‘for.the froo and fuli dovelopaend
Nt all Yhe’ izhorent ‘Bnd acquirdd ‘charncterintics in produsitive
-e.nd. intollocturl labor, Hegol mado tho motive force of history
the work of & fow, glftod imivldu:ls in vhom was cmuonr.mtad

the mocinl movemont, Nnrx propomded. the viow ihnt it wes only
vhen idoes solzod hold of the magsos that tho prososs of histny
moved.  Hogel dréndod thé rovolt, 6F tho nodorn wass. Morx made
tho.-modora prolotarinn rovolution tho motive foeeo of modern |
h:t.story. ‘Ie.?ol rplacod. thd @mr Aenghip of sociviy iz tho hends

of the burom.tcmcy. Merx pav futurc sosioty as hepded for rudn
oxcops under the rulorship of the prolotarint rod tho vaas tlilng
d:.scimtion between intollocnual ‘and meauel lauor-® (p '?0) '

A minority finds 1t difflcu..t onoueh to Foop up wih cll the thi..ra tbpt hpva to
- b6 discussod to add to its burdens by o c‘.tncusuio.l oa Cheidtianity, "1 soo no
v TOBB0D Thy I should casist Tomredes Wardo o.nd T’ribht in hoving such o disctesion.
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Moze sorious is their contentlion that the “ideallsm" of yohnson-
Forest" must lesd it to d¢ny nationel atrizzlos, Taie simply is not true. . The
truth is that "Johnson~Forest" supported the notional roslstence movements dur-
ing the wer. It urged tho Movement tn enter them and thero raise
tho bomnor of the Soeirlist Unitod Statop of Juropc. The  Movement
on the cthor hend, remeincd on ths sidelizes throughout the pericd of this traoe
mendous mess upsarge. . ,

‘ Comredes Terdo ond dright, in contrnet to our attitude *o finbolish
r1l distinetions," go with groat procision ints tho anclysie of Stelinist Russia,
They eite this time ninc csseatinl fertures, Tho point at lssue, howevor, is not
tho "ninc cssenticl fortures,” but the suo peligienl eonclusion, Trotsky, 1liko
Lonin, bosed His peliticrl conclusions onm tho casentiel fenturcs of tho aconery.
o srid thnt the Stelinist buresucrecy cud the Stelinist pr.rtics wore headed
back towerd privatc proporiy. That wos tic. distinetion he drew betwuen tho Third
end Fourth Intornntionrl. But overy tondency or sub~tondency in orthodox Troteisy-
lsm will sudseribe to the nine Meszcatinl feotures” and then draw vant will soon
bo nisc difforont politieni conclucions, Exactly vhat ig tho rosition of Comrados
Vprde end Tieight oz this quostion of Staliniem pnad priveic proporty?

The geme dilemmo faces Comrrdes Terdes end Tright when they attack
us on the theory of the prrér. I haven't the slightest doubt thot £ll tendencies
in the _ Fourth International will sgree on the 1ligt of "essentiel fontures' of
the Loninist conception of the rerty.  3Bub here ngpin, og they constently de, and
o8 thoy must, Comrsdos Torde cnd wrizht are ~plying one set of idees to a set of
circumstoncos quelitatively difforont. It wea net shri the Sveirl Dadincratic '
pertics in Zenin's doys.were mess pertice. It wos that thoy woro muss pertics

- phlch would not soize the pomor. Ionin wms striving for o borty vhich would seize
tho power, ogeingt porties which, from his occonomic cpd Socinl epplysis, he wes
convincod would not soize it, Ave the Strlinist partios nf todny n-repotition on
¢ higher senlo of the Socisl Democratic pertiagy Protaky bolioved thoy wore, . We
.80y they rre anet, Exnctly vhet do Comrodos Trrde coid Fright boliave? . ‘

The vengunrd today frcos very concrch2 onomy in tho cocunter-rev-'
olutionnry ikeory of the porty put forwerd by the Stilizists ¢l over the world.
~The Stolinicts rro not ord lerdors whilc we cffor oursalves ns zoot once., For
whnt thoy intend to doy - suppross tho sclf-mobilizetici of the prolotarint - the
Stolinists aro ne good leadors es cowld be imogined. e spy thot the Fourth
Intornctionel is ond must bu oo org nlzotion thnt nims to dn exnctly whot tho
St~linists try with all t:oip might to provent. That tha proletariat is concerazed
with todey L8 not whoth ¢ pertics will soize powor. The problom
¢ whon they do, mmst it inovitebly ond in the on2-pnriy totelitorisn dictator.
ship? To posod tho cnswor to thig problom, not to tho problom that ILonin foced.
Porhaps wo A4d not melo cursolvos ne cloor rs wo could Havo on thet point 1n our
docwaont, STATE CAPITALISY AND ;;ORLD REVOLUTION. But ab this stego of the discus-
sion there is ne roeson for confusion. Tho principles by which o rovolutionory
party mst bo built still rem:in Loasints in oswonco. o de not question that at
ell, ot wo do is 1oso tiw answor to tho problom of the party todsy, '
Loniniam is not a nnttor of "oocsantial foaturos." Loninicn is thu
struggl: for aanthilation of whatovor stonds 1 tho way of proleterinn powor,
Conredas Warde and lipdght tmat firet docide wvh
2ighting ezoinet bofore th
perty for 1851. Chot #ind of prety pre wo tryiag
& porty which will destroy, not Mengheviem in 1903
: 1909, bub Stelinien iu 1951,
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Somendos ordo aad Frisnt end by charscterizing “Johnucn~Foreath:
tothing lees then the traditions, methods and ideas of scientific socizlisa here
confront an attempt to rutiec iarxism widch would drag tho theory of our move-
mont taclkt mors tham a contury and dereil it politieadly." {p. 25) Ghat wo

‘acduss Comradon Terde end Wright is not 1060 yoor old, or oven 1ll, Jo are strictly

conteupsTeTy, Svory noint that 18 rrised comes brck to the question: Uhat is the
naturo of Strlinismt Trotsky hed ep snawor. MJohnsonp-Forost® have an enswor.
Comradc Morey hns on answor. Bub, the plein truth of the mettor is thot Corrndes
Tarde ond Uright have none.  Sooncr or lrter thoy will heave to choose. To mrke
tho corroct cholica our Forty hos only to lock at its historiesl origin nnd the
struazlos by which 4 hos crrived ot noturify.

.
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