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Foreword

YHAT politics can be a creative activity, a means whereby
. man extends his own freedom, is a truth that is periodically
forgotten. , In 1961 we are still emerging from the political
wilderness we entered in 1914 when the old world broke down
and chaos ensued. The brave and brilliant attempt of the October
Revolution to build 2 new wotld came to grief by 1913,
. Mankind found no answer (0 Mussolini and Hitler save world
war, A whole inter-war gencration failed 0 understand its own
problems, Purties that called themselves * Communist” rested
upon dogmn and terror. Partics that called themsclves
*Socidlist* rested upon the petty ambilions ol their Ieaders.
Politics became o dirty word.

_ Yet there were fewer illusions in 1945 than there were in
1918 and of these there was not much left after 1953/G, the
years of the risings in Vorkuta, Berlin, Posnan, the 20th Congress
of the C.P.8.U., the Hungarian Revolution and Suez. And after
Suez rose Africa. Then of their own accord common people
from Britain to Japan began to move against the Bomb,

A vast debate, deep, initially shapeless and with no respect for
the persons of sclf-styled leaders, swept the old organisations
and called new ones Into.being. That debate has produced
tesults — and this pamphlet is one of them, '

Rays Dunayevskaya, Leon Troisky's secretary during the
Moscow Trials period, broke with Tratsky over the Ilitler-Stalin
Pact of 1939 and began a searching re-examination of the nature
of he Soviet Unjon. By 1941 she-had come to the conclusion
.that what the world was witnessing was the nuth of Marx's
prediction that the process of accumulation would end by deliver-
ing nll capital * info the hands of one single capitalist or capitalist
corporation.” ‘This, she sow, was what had aircady happened
in the Soviet Union. Nationalised property, as such, was not one
whit less capitalist than private property. The relations between
employer and employed under the Five Year Plans were essen-
tinlly the same as under + xpitalism elsewhere. She then concluded
—having studied the situation in the U.S.A.—that the new shape
of capitalism was a0t peculiar to the Soviet Union but signified
nothing less than a new stags in world capitalist development.
State capitalism had succceded or was succeeding monopoly
capitalism the world over.

“Wiih the nitl of this besic theory (including os it does 2 funda-
mental belief in the capacity of perfectly ordinary people to
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determine their own destiny) Dunayevskaya has elaborated 2
comptex of new socialist ideas involving a rediscovery of the
pumanism of Marx and Lenin. Her ideas have been expressed
in this pamphlet, in her book Marxism and Freedom
(reviewed in Appendix II) and in the Detroit monthly paper
News and Letters, ) ‘ :

Ii Britain the Labour Party was crushingly defeated ot the
General Election of th» autumn of 1959, Neover had such a well
organised political campaign produced so miserable 2 resultl It
was clear that the re-think was more necessary than ever. In
Cambridge a group of left-wing students of the University
Labour Club began o meet informally to enquire morc deeply
into what was wrong in the Movement and to ftest their
conclusions in the eritical atmosphere of the Lobour Club and
in its journal Cambridge Forward. The publication of this
pamphlet is one result of that activity — the Left Group's
baptism in publishing and, we hepe, a meaninidsl contribution
fo the mew socialist internsiionalism. R

'PETER CADOGAN.
5, Acton Way, . .

Cambridge.
:5th May, 1961




Introduction

African Realitics and World Politics

1960 was the ysar when sixteen nalions in Africa guined
their freedom from Britain and France and when
Belgium thought it could grant formal political independence to
the Congo while keeping its hold economieally and militarily. n
the rich Katanga province the Congolese people faced the new
fact that white imperialism could speak through a binck puppet.
Three short days after the creation of the Republic of the Congo,
Moise Tshombe declared Katanga's *independence * ond Premicr
. Patriee Lumuniba tequested U.N. aid. Rooied in this Unlied
Nations intervention was a new form of strugglc berween the
two nuciear iitans, the Soviet Union and the United States.

- Khruschev's performance at the U.N. was designed to make
the world forget that Russiz voted for UN. intervention in-
the Conge. By removiny bis shoe and thumping the table with
jt in protest he separated Russia and the United Nations policy
over the Congo in the eyes of the world despite his previous
approval of the dispatch of United Nations troops. Tn takiog
Lumumba's side he was ¢ngaged in'z battle for the mind of
_Afro-Asin, for it was Lumumba who, across tribal lins, had built
up a trtly national movement for independence.

Lumucmba had asked for 1L.N. aid because he thought he could
use both Russia and the United States to maintain indcpendence,

But before he could make use, he was used.

The murder af Lumumba was ihe inevitable result of American
imperialist connivarce with Belgian imperialism and jte African
puppets against the leadership of Luriumba's Congolese National
Movement._ The crocodile teurs shed by President Kennedy and
the U.N. Ambassador were -quickly brushed aside the moment
it became obvious that Khruschev for Lis part intended. 50 ex-
ploit the murder to establish o foothold through his recognition
and support of the Antoine Gizenga regime.

This challenge to the UN.—U.S. domination of the Congo
(and its uranium, cobalt and titanium) fed to an immediate
American response. Russia backed down, its UL Ambassader
Valerian Zorin was ordered not to veto the resolution introduced
by Ceylon, the United Arab Republic and Liberin to empower .
thie UN. * to usc force to stop civil war."

Whether the U.N. can stop civil war in the Congo is question-
able; that it cannoy stop the US—USSR, struggle for world
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power is certain,  The threat of dismemberment now stalks the
tragic Congo. There are already two Germanies, two Koreus
and two Viet Nums, Must there now be three Congos?

1960 was & turning point in the struggle for Alrican freedon:.
Even where Africans. us in apartheid South Af rica, were defeated
they clectrified the world with their mass burning of the hated
passes and brave shouting of ** Izwe'Lethu ™ {Our Land). Where
they had already gained political {frecdom, in Ghana and Guinea,
they began facing the struggle for cconemic independence.
Sevenicen newly independent nations were born in Africa—the
Cameroun, the Ceniral African Republic, Chad, the Congo
Republic (one formerly DBelginn, the other French), Dahomey,
Gabon, thé Islamic Republic of Mauritauia, the Ivory Coast,
Malagasy (formetly Madagascar), Mali (formerly French Sudan},
Niger, Nigeria, Sencgal, Somalia, Toge and ihe -Vollaic
Republic. :

.By the year's end, light bad been shed on the darkest corners .
of white supremacist rule, not excluding that of the ‘quiet” "~
dictatorial terror in Portugese Alfrica. ‘Sir Roy Welensky's
Federation was vigorousiy challenged by the United National
Independence Farty round Kenneth Kaunda in Nerthern
Rhodesia and by the Malawi Cougress Paity with Dr, Bonda
in Nyasaland.

Although it.is all ton obvious that Rey Welensky's * multi-
rucialism’ is but another name for Verwoerd's fascistic policy
of apartheid, white liberals in both Kenya and the Rhoedesins
have asked why a nationalist rather than a ® multi-racial * political
party should be used as the. justrunient of freedom in Africa,
To this question, nsked by the Reverend Colin Morris, Kenneth
Kaunde has replied: '
© “yWhen you lock at the nations in Africa which have

achieved the indeg :ndence we desire, it will be found thaia
nasionalist movement in each case brought about the solution,
Ne multi-racial pelitical party has yet managed to obtain
for Africans their independence. ) .
We are not concerned solely with the rights of Africans; we
are struggling for Juernan rights—the inalienable rights of all
men. We are engaged in u struggle against any form of
imperinlism and colonialism not because it has as its agents
white men, but because it has many morc wrong sides
than good ones & . . .

1 should now add that T Selieve the only cffective answer
to our constitutional problems is that the British Govern-
ment transfer power graccfully from the minority to the
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majority groups—that is, to the Africans, The bappiness
that Africans will feel will, I am almost certain, make them
forget and Jet bygones be bygones, and so will be boro in
Morth Rhodesia 2 new state in which black men rule, not
to the detrimetst of any one race, but 1o the good of alt
inhabitants because the majority will have nothing to fear
from minority groups.” (Bluck Govermment, A Discussion
between Kenneth Kaunda and Colin Morris). :

The outburst of elemental creative activity of the African
people has, in the short period of a single decade, remade the
tnap of Africa and thereby that of the woyld. From the outset,
when this movement was still cclipsed by revolutions in Asia
and the Middle East, it was clear that a quite new, a higher stage
in world development had been reached. -

It was met by an orgy-of violence when it first appeared in
France’s Madagascar during World War 11 and in Britain’s Kenya
after the war. But the Mau Mau experience taught British
imperialism a lesson—that henreforth other struggles for ‘inde-
pendence should be handled with grace in the hope of retaining
cconomic privilege. . B

Alttough de Gaulle's Frarice had learned nothing fram its
bitter drawn-out war with Moslem revolutiooaries in Algeris,
it hud tenrned from tiny Guinea's brave resounding * No ™ inat
it should change its tunc fn former colonjed of sub-Sahara Atrica;
Since then the tide! wave of freedom has engulfed the former
Pritish, French and Belgian empires so that in two short years
nincteen iudependent nations—those listed above added to Ghana
aad Guinca—have emerged in. Africa. . '

Freedom's handwriting is on the wall for others. 1961 has
alrcady seen the addition of Tauganyika and evea where there
is a covnict-revolutioaary white settler element as in Kenya it
is plain that those whe are fighling for frecdom have no intention
of admitting delay. Frecdom's tocsin has been sounded through-
out the African continent, West and East, North and South.

A Glance at the 1950°s -

As the Africans surge towards freedom the leaders of Russia
are ever ready to exploit their own particular perversion of
marxism. That present-day Communism is flatly opposed to
the ideas of Marx was made clear by the brutal suppression of
the revolution in Hungary, Khruschev's UN, perfornmiance in
the summer of 1960 was translated, by the 81 Communist
Parties that met in Moscow in Dezember, 19€0, into u theory
about * the independent national democracies.” Those who are
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ready to belicve that Russia stands for freedom, al ieast in
Alrica, might 1ake a closer jock at the record of the ‘fiftics.

Up until 1953-4, Russion leaders showed very liftle interest
ir Africa and called Kwame Nkrumah “a nationalist stooge
for Rritish imperialism,” a label previously reserved for Indin’s
Nehrz.  Russian Communism was suspicious of the uncommitted
non-Communist world, especially in Africa, if for no other
reason that it had no one there. Nor was there anyone with
whom to create a " popular front.’” Therc was neither.a stiby
stantial proletariat aor o significant native African bourgeoisic.
The middle cluss intellectunls who led the movement were
educated not in Moscow, but in “ the West."” If these people had
bad a dream--and they did—it was not of Russian Commuinisim
but of Pan-Africanisn. For the fime being as could be scen
from the example of Ghaua, the first couniry 1o gain its'
-independence, the leadership was closer to Gireat Britain than
to Russia.

Khruschey saw a new world ewerging that owed nothing to
Russia and showed no inclination fo follow the Russian path..
He had to intervene lest he'lose this new world. Hinge the

- performanee nt the United Nations and the allegediy unstinted
support that the manifesto of the 81 Communist Parties gave
the * independent national demoeracies.” .

In 1956 Khuschev first declared that imperilist war was
“not inevitable.” His fumous speech apainst Stalinism at the
20th Congress of the Russian Comununist Pary permitted him,
o siplinist, to travel -henceforth under *unsullied* colours of
« Marxism-Leninism®!  He was thus able (o appear us an
exponent of a theory of liberation' before countries which had
gained their freedom from Western imperialism- by their own
sweat and blood.

De-stalinisation was the first step in the change of the Russian
line. But what generated sclf-confidence and over-confidence
in the Khruschev of the lite 1950s :was the sputnik. Where-
Stalin had been wary of ncutrals unless he cortld fully control
them, Khruschev gave them the bear-hug and told them they
could go their independent way. The new manifesto explained:
A new historical period has set in in the life of mankind: the
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America that have won their
freedom have begun to teke an active parl in world. politics.”
If anyone doubts that * world politics ” is Communist politics,
let him read the manifesto! :

The lesson in ™ world politics * Khruschev is giving the Afro-
Asian-Latin American world, that -var is * not {atally inevilable,”
dees not mean thal the Russia of sputniks and LC.B.M.s sub-
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ordinates jts policy in any way to that of the West. On the
contrary Russin champicns “ peaceful co-existence” because
the war that is “ not fatally incvitable " means that the West
is walking on thin ice lest any small war start the nuclear
holocaust. Therefore the * independent national democracies ™
may go fur indeed in challenging the United States, and Russia
will do all it can 1 help. In & word, * peaceful co-existence
is the cureful nurturing of every crisis from the Congo to Cuba.

To escape being torn between the two warring poles of state
capitalism, America and Russia, the African masses must turn
directly to the workers in the technologically advanced countries
whether they are Russian, West European or American. It g
in this context that the American and Europcan struggles against
automation, with its division between mental and manual labour,
are to be seen,

The self-activity of the Nepgro in America si.ce the successful
Montgomery bus boyeott and especially since the sit-ins, is a
reservoir of strength for the Aftican revolution, It is not just
that the Negro identifies himseif with the révolution as a question
of colour, it is that he is cevolutionary in his everyday life, in ]
his struggle with existing society and in consequence has an
immedinte and deep percepticn of the meaning of African
revolution, And because of the Negro's unique position in
- Ametican life he is a spur to the American working class as a
whole,

In the mass demonstrations in London against the Sharpeville
massacre and in the * Boyeott South African Gnods * movement,
the British common ptople have shown an affinity with all those
fighting iur freedom in Africa, This aifinity is' not Jimited to
demonstrations of sympathy; it is inhereat in the daily struggle
against capitalism.

Withaut the aid. of ‘the majority of the workers. of a
technologically advanced country ncither the African nor the
Asian’ revolution can escape capitalist exploitation and the
bureaucratic State Plauner.

In June, 1959, when I first analysed the Affican revolutions,
I asked whather * this great awakening (is) to be confined 10 a
half-way house doomed to stand at the cross-roads.’” Must it
choose. . . onc of the two poles of stute capital—Russia or
Amertca?” )

The answer I gave 1o that question then, in the first edition
of this pamphiet, seems 0 'me to be as valid today as it wes
two years ago.

April, 1961, Raya Dupayevskaya
Dretroit, Michipan,
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The. Afro-Asian Revolutions

FAC[NG independence in 1960, Nigeria, the largest country
in West Afriea, with a population of some 35 million con-
fronted ancw the question of whether .ndependence would
mean a new nation or a place where imperialist exploitation
might continue in a country geographically and tribally divided.

Had it to chocse between Communism aad Moral Rearma-
ment, both equally well heeled and cqually trying to bind the
movement of liberution to one or other of the two poles of state
capital--Russia and America?

Pan-Africanism
The theoretical point of departure for the new type of
nationalism called Pan-Africanism would secem to be the
philosophy developed by Dr. W. F. B. DuBois, the distinguished
American historicn who, in 1907, founded the Niagara Move-
ment for full rights for American Negroes, :

Unfortunately, just as DuBois' concept of the development of
the Americas- Negro has ulways been based on “ the talented
tenth ** so his philosophy of Pun-Africanism is bused on the twin
conzept of the *talented tenth or * thinking intelligentsin *
working through imperialist Institucions. His very first pro-
nouncement in 1919 read: “The Negro race through their
thinking intelligentsin demand . . . establishment under the
League of Nations of ap institution for the study of the Negro
problem.”

With World War 1T the scene clianged totally.  This time the
African massss by the million were, and are, demanding free-
dom. They are on the rosd lo freddom fromy centuries of
imperialist exploitation, an caploitation which always wore a
white face, Africa for the Africans now means taking destiny
into one's cwn hands, not just exchanging oppression with a
white face for one with a black face, exhilarating as that
exchange may at be at first, .

Pap-Africanism, as & theory, on the other hang, meant the
goal of a United States of Africa, including kingdoms like
Ethiopia and outposts of American imperialism with native
bluck management like Liberia. Among the leaders who sprang
up to lead the movement — and not a few of them were ex-
marxists — the questicn of a new nation's destiny was reduced
to a question of administration and power., Only afterwards
would they search for an ideology to suit their power.

§
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This certainlv was na cmbodiment of the clemental surge for
freedom, as we can see from the example of the Woest Endian
writer the late George Padmore who had been in the Comintern
hicrarcliy for o quarter of a century before Le broke with it
His break was organisational rather than en cssentials,  His
Communist, i.¢. state capitalist, mentlity turned vut lu be more
deeply rooted than cver — now that African peoples too were
achieving state power. The Soviet Union remnined to him 2
state power that he Jooked up to, Not only had he not broken
with Russian state power, fie was not (o break with any stafe
power which he thought he might * use™, including those of
Britain, de Gaulle’s France and America.

At the same time Padmore attached himself to the first inde-
pendent Africon state, Ghand, as “ adviser on African affairs™
to Premier NXrumah, Ghana and Nkrumah he calied * Pan-
Africanism in action.” ’ :

On to Pan-Africaniem WNkrumah then grafied Ganutdisz
“w non-violence ™ and Asinn * peutmlism.” As onc enthusiast
put it: "In one of the remarkable episodes in revolutionary
history, he (Nkrumah) singlebandedly outlined a programme
based on the ideas of Marx, Lenin and Gandhi .. 2 Bethatas it
may, the esponsal of such Pan-Africanism is for the purpose of
cannlising African movements and making them [unction within
the order of world state capitalism?

This does not mean that things are going io remain that woy.
An elemeatr] surge for freedom is not so easily subdued, The
colonia; revetutions of our epoch have orought into bring some
twenty-two niw countries in the Far East, the Middle East
and Africa. 'This historic wave hus by no means run its course
in West Africa, much less in East Africa, North Africa and,

1 Pan Alricantsm or l;.'ommunlsm. The Coming Struggle for Africa by
George Padmore, .

2 J, R. Johnson's Facing Renlity. p77. 1 admit that combining Murx,
Leéniu and Gandhi is quite s feat. But fora pamphleteer iike J. R, Johnson
who thundesed so for the Saviet Unlted States ol Europe, Soviet United
States of Asia, world revolation, the strugyle against hureaucracy * as such,”
the self-mobilisation of the masses and for new passions and new forces (o
reconstruct soclety on. tetally new beginningy--to end with Nkrumub ns the
representative of the new, the ~zw. is rather pathetde, There Is nothing to
add but o say; with Hemlet, ** Alus, poor Yorick, I knew him"” -

3 In addition to Nkrumah's nutabiography, Ghar, the reader can mok:
a rapid inspection of his principles os well s those of other African leaders
like Leopold Senghor fu the October 1958 issuc of the Western World which
{:mu{cf'l a debate on * Independence nnd Soverclgnty of the Aftican

cople,” ) )
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apartheid-ridden South Africa, Even if we limit ourselves for
the time being to West Africa, the question of industrialisation
is hy no means a one-way capitalistic read.

Powerful as the two big masses of warld capital are, the new
natiots cease to be half-way houses doomed forever to stay at
the cross-road of !ustory once their reliance passes from the
governments fo e conunen esple of the techrologically
advanced countries, This is neither mere wishful thinking nor
a question of drifting on totally uncharted seas.

Let us not forget that the ¥ orann war was the most unpopular
war in American history whilst the Algerisn wat cailed fortn
actual mutinics on the part of French vouth sent to fight it. The
powers-that-be do not misread these signs; they Know that they
are being told to keep their hands off the Afro-Asian revolution.

On the other hand cld radicals seem inclined. to dismiss this
revolution with * sympathy * and a knowing leok that betokens
their belief that there is 110 rond open to Afro-Asia but that of
capitalist industrinlisation. Their mabl]lty to movs rnen!ally into
the new epoch is something that flics in the face « £ pn..: theory-
and present facts,

At the Opbosite'End of the World ?.

Seeiningly at the opposite erid of the world from Afriea,

. geagraphically, mduf‘nnlly and not enly in terms of power but

alto insofar as ils advanced, aflegedly nou-pehucul workers are
+* eoncerned, stands America.

No; orly to the ‘Europesn intellactunls, but even to the
Eurepedn ~ workers, 1hr.- American workmg class appears a
myslery, They recognise its militancy it industrial struggles,
but because the American worker has not built . Eabour Party-
he appears to be noa-political.  Yet while it is true that the
American worker expresses his oppaosition &5 'cnpimlisrn differ-
ently it is not true that he is noa-political or Icss anti-war than -
his European brother.

The fact that despite the rscession and the identification in the
popular mind of Republicanism with Depression, millions voted
for Eisenhower just because he promised to end the Korean
war, is proof cnough that peace predominated over all other
questions in the minds of workers. And in voting the Truman
Administration out of office, the working people also limited the
new government'’s tenure of office,

The statement that the Korean war was the most unpopular
war in American history did not refer merely to the brain-

10

2698




washing of some American soldiers by Chinese Communists,
(So long as there are Governor Fau.neee 254 Little Rocks than
5o long will brainwashing by Comimunists be easy. The most
significant thing about brainwashing however, was the speed
with which the word was picked up by workers in factories to
deseribe * a talking-to " by management and labour leadership
alike). ‘

Our cpoch hoe Lacn rightly chasacterised as one of struggle
for the minds of men. That struggle has just begun.

Truly the Afre-Asian revolutions are not “ over there,” over
‘two oceans, seven secs and great land masses, while we are

**aver here ' safe, sound and unconcerned, It is not only war
than hangs heavy in the air. T s that the new struggle
for freedom in *backward ' lands is very close to the -hearts,
“minds and aspirations of workers in * advanced * countries,

The thousands- of workers and students who tur'd out to
hear Tom Mboya of Kenya in his lecture tour of America are
a sign of this, ‘The Targer sign is the daily struggle that the
workers ure earrying on against the conditions of labour which
make them wage slaves, the daily streggle against the conditions

. of labour which transform their whole life’s activity into un
appendage of o monster automated machine that both over-
works them and throws them out of work, ‘

When, where and how the two types of struggle, at different
poles of the world, merge into o unified strisggle for-a totally
new <ociety, will to some exient be decided by when, where and
hiovw the natiopal liberation movements answer the question —

et et ? . '

The New Stage of World Capitalism :
State Capitalism

It.Is elear that World War 11 tnided only because the two nuw
contenders for world power, Russia nnd the United States, had
had enough for the time being. As if 10 prove that peace was
only an uneasy interlude between wars, they put markers all
along the road -— two Germanies, two Chinas, two Viet-Nams.

While the Russians -embarked on looting everything in sight
from East Germany to Manchurin, the United States the only
rich vietor, found it had ic give rather than take. Tt prompily
embarked on the Marshall Plan * to save ' Western Evrope from
direet assault by proletarian revoiution, L

The tide of colonial revolutions which were then putting an
end to the empires of its ** victorious allies ** (Britain and France)
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the Uniied Stotes could- not stem at afl. The Far East, the
Middle East, the Mediterranean, Africa —— all were scething
with revolt, It therefore had also to embark on the Point Four
programme of aid to the underdeveloped countries. Russia, too,
found that il it wanted to keep in the race for world domipation,
it had better begin its own ** help to underdeveloped countries.”*

The problem for Russia on the one hand, and the United States
on the other, is where to get the capilal to give underdevelopad
countrics when capitalism, at this advanced stage of its develop-
ment and decay, is suffering not {rom * overproduction ' and
- uacess capital® but from a decline in, the rate of profit 16
relution to ihe mass of copital invested, 'In a waord, the totai
capital needed for ever grender expansion is worfully inadequate.
How has this come about? . . .

We live in an age wien even f-~m a ' purcly economic’ point
of view Marx's forecast of capitudst coliapse has moved from
theory 10 life. The decude of the i950's underlines vividly the
problemn of capital in narrow capitaliatic {:rms.while, at the same
time, it illuminates- Marx's extreme assumjpstion that capitalism
would collapse even if ' the [ully twenty-four hours a day . . .
(of tho labourer) were wholly appropriated by capital.™

Marx's contention was that the system wea'd collapse because,
surplus value comes only from living, labour, Yet the contra-
dictory tendency . in capitalist’ development that rasts on this
exploitation of lnbour is lo use Tess of living labour and more of
machines, The coniradiction beiween needing  ever  lesser
smounts of living labour to sct in motion ever greater amounts
of dead labour ciates, ot ong and the same time, 9 massive
unemployed army ond a decline in the rate of profit.

In the heyday of imperinlism, the super-profits extracied from
the carve-up of Africa and lhe colonisation of the Orient seemed .
to contradict Marx's prediction so that not only bourgeois
economists, but even marxists of the stature of Rosa Luxemburg
wrote that we might as well wait for * the extinction of the
moon * as wait for the decline in the rate of profit to urdeisine
capitalism.$ . .

Lush as the mass of profits are, and heavily as the extraction
of unpzid hours of jabour weigh on workers' backs, the truth

& ‘The first fairly comprehensive statement of this can bo read in Joseph
S. Berliner's Sowiel Economic Ald.

s Capltal, Vol. TII pd68, Ste also the section called * The breakdown
of Capitztism ¢ Criscs, Human Frodom and Volume 111 of Capital ™ of my
Marelam and Freedom (1958) which deals with Marx's theoretical concept
agninst the backgrovnd of the 923 crash,
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is that there isnt cnough capital produced to keep the crazy
capitaliet system going with self-same profit motive on on ever-
expanding scale, Sust as the 1929 world crisis made this apparent
in the advanced countries, so the Afro-Asian revoluticns in the
1950°s disclosed. that, even in prosperous times, the advanced
countrisz do pel have capital suflicient for the development of
the underdevel:pd econemics. So long as the motive foree of
produrtion continues 1o be the accumulation of surplus.velue
{or unpald hours of labour)—whether for private plants or for
state space-ships—the straining of the ruling class to appropriate
the full 24 hours of man's labour still fajls to create sufficient
capital to industrialise * the backward lands.' Theory and fact
have moved so close to cach other that it would be hard to find
anyone who would claim today that there js an excess of capital
anywhere in the world, This is obvious when one looks at
underdeveloped economies like India, China, in Africa and Latin
America. Tt is just as obvious in Western ‘Europe, the United
States and Russin, Aflter centuries of world domination,
capitalist ifeclogists must now admit that two-thirds of the
waorld is still starviog, and-the other third is Lusy inventing ways
to nppropriute ever more of the worker's labour.

- Essentially tbere is no dJifference in this between private and
state capitalism, Nincteen sixty-onc brought dramatic confirma-
tion when the greatest sward that mighty Russia could find to
give the first worid cosmonaut, Major Yuri Gagarin, for his
phenomenal achievement cf orbiting the earth, was to grant him,
his wife and two children, a four room apartment in place of -
the two rooms they had oceupied up to that point, '

‘There are some discerning - bourgeois economists whe, seeing
the hopeless impasse of capitalisn, wish to seli the idea of o
* Christinn* internationalism to *the West'. Tiey feel that il
.they can invent some sort of-instalment plan on which to base
this idea, it would not be * too heavy a bur*= ** for the cupitalist
class to bear and at the sime time be suficiently palatable to
Ieaders in the underdeveloped arens who would then cheoose

- & As | wrote in Merxism and Freedom—" The single capitrlisz, zalf him
* Collective Leadership under Xhruschev, Ine.' if you will, will nave at a
cettain stage o magnificent plant, completely nutomstized, or a jet bomber,
out he connot stop {0 rdlse the standard of living of the masses of the
workers. He may be able to avold the more extreme forms of ordinary
commercial crises, but even within the community ilself he cannot escape
the Intemal crisis of production . . . That s why Marx, throughout
Capitel, insists that either you have the scll-activity of the warkers, the plan
of freely nssociated Inbour, or you have the hierzrchic structure of relations
in the factory and the despolic Pisn.  There it no In-bziween” p.136.
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* democratic capitalism’® against totalitarian  Communism, i.c.
state capitalism. :

One such discerning cconomist js Barbara Ward, chosen by
Nkrumah, Premier of Ghana, to deliver a series of *lectures
on world affaizs™ at the University of Ghana. She said:
 America‘s foreign venlures are barely ene fifth of Britzin’s in
the hieyday of foreign leading . . . Shortage of capital is the
world's trouble today, not the struggles of rival capitalists to
go out and invest."? . ‘

Nevertbeless Miss Ward wants to convince the West beth to
invest and to give outright. She cannot see the West “ winning ™
in any other way. Hence her Enowledge of the shortape of
capital docs nat stop her from propounding her thesis that the
“have powers” can give the Afre-Asians what their economies
*at this stage™ can * absorb.”" Indeed she insists that the total

. amount necded represents * not even one per cent of the United
States' national income.”® - '

The joker is in the words * a¢ this siage.” She emphasises
that it is really the backwardness of the warkers -— " the short-
ape of trained manpower is o severcly Jimiting factor™ — that
compels the cconomy to take only & little industrialisation a! a
time. The hand-out is to stretch over * four or five decades ™~
o less than half a century! It is clear that Miss Ward is in no
hurry.. But mankind gaiting its freedom is. :

The peoples of Afro-Asia have no intention of stretehing the
industrialisation of their cconomics {not to mention land reform
and caste reorganisation) over centuries. It is precisely this
smail's- pace of modernising the cconomy in .India -which has
“werned the coloured world to ook longingly at Chind.

A seemingly -new path to industrialisation ‘was being curved
out by China, By usurzing and -~ teansforming the marxist
concept of liberation and usiny it in sweeping away the corrupt
Chiang Kai Shek regime, the power of Mao's China fo attract
the coloured peoples of the world was greatly enhanced. Neither
the Korean War nor the first seizure of Tibat changed the
impression of freedom nnd of creative energies newly released
{or the reorganisation of the semi-feudal regime on new founda-
tions. Compared to the snail’s pace of industrialisation of Indin,
China with its Russian-styled Plans szemed to have leapt sualcht
into the technologicaily advanced world, challenging Britain's
production of steel? ‘

T Barbara Ward: Flve ldeas That Change The World, p.139.
8 Harhara Ward: Interplay of, East and West, p93.

9 Ygmel Gluchsicin: Mao's ‘China, nlo the latest work; Econonmic
Pianning and Organization on Malnland Chimz by Choe Kuo-Chin,
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Tt soon turned out, however, that whatever * great Jeap
forward ** was made, was made on the bent backs of the masses,
not for them, What was being established, as the result of toil
from dawn to dusk, was not a new society but stafe capitalist
totalitarianism,  The atiempt of Muo's China to 2o one better
than Russin, through the cstublithment of barrack labour,
burrack discipline and barrack family life in what 1iix Chints
Communist Party dared to call Communes,” made 1the new
coloured nations have sccond thoughts, !

I is not that the Tibetan revoll matched the grandeur of the
Hungarian Revolution with its Workers’ Councils, nor were the
Tibetuns the first to revolt in the face of bureaucratic Cone "

" munism. Years before, the Vietnamese peasants, unrclenting in
their struggle against Freach imperialism, had wrned away from
Ho-Chi-Minh. ‘But times wure not then ripe for other coloured
peoples to Jook again at Asian Communism.. 1 oday, however,
Africa is ready to question the Chinese path to jndustrinlisation.

The Intellectual Bureaucrats and the
" Labovr Burcaucrats

The greatest obstacle to the further development of these
national liberation movements comes from the infellectun]
bureancracy which has emerged to “Iead® them. In the same.
manner the greatest obstacle in the way of the working class
avercoming capitalisnt comes from the Labour bureausiacy that
Ieads it R P . .

" Ewver 'since the depression of 1929 showed the bankrupicy of
the capitalism of private property, the middle class intellectual
lias embraced the State Plan, ‘ ) L

Instead of working, as previously, with the native middle
class he lenves the city to lead and contro! the peasants. against
the private native capitolists who are tied to imperialism such
as Chiang Kai Shek. Hiy descent upon the countryside, to Iead
and mislead the peasantry, may be from a Parision cafe table
or it.may entail the greatest personal sacrifices, but where he.
doesn't come to the position * naturally * (i.e, through counter-
“revolution as in Russin, where he is openly desipnated as the
ruling cluss) hie is perfectly wiliing to sacrifice whatever Is neces-
sary in order that he might Lecome the representative of the
State Plan in field and factory.

10 “The must Interesting comments and factua! evidence apper in the
Yugoslay press, The “ Communes ™ were covered in their daily, weekly
and monthly press, The New Leader (July 15th, 1959) has & spech! pple.
ment on the subject,
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The inescapable fact is that in this epoch of state capitalism
the middle cluss intellectual, as & world phenomenon, has trans-
lated ‘individualism® into °collectivism,” by which he means
nationalised property, state administration, Sumte Plen.

In the post-war years this has cropped up everywhere, from the
*socialist* trade unions of Israc! {(which are at the same time
the biggest owners of factories), to the young oflicers who fought
Isracl in the name of Arab patiomalism.!! It now uppears in
Iraq as & native brand of Communist nationalism challenging
Nasser natiopalism.

In backward lapd or advanced, the intellectual bureaucrat ia
a firm ally of the Labour bureaucrat ageinst the proletarian
revolution, His job is to coatrol the peasant revolt, or any
popular tevalt, and prevent their self-development.

The prototype and master of them all is, of course, the ruler
of China, Mao Tse-Tung, ouce a marxist revolutionary, In the
1925.27 Chinese Revoluiion Mao discovered the revolutionary
potential of the peasantry. When the grect revolution was
delcated in the ciiies Mao discovered thut the peasant revolt,
just because it was so isclated from the ceatre, ie. the seat of
government, could continue, Contrary to what all other marxist
revolutioparies * before him had done when o vevolution was
defeated, Mao went, not to ptison or into sxile, but into the
mountain vastness to become a guerilia fighter.

Irrespective of the fact that Mud no longer had a mass follow-
ing, the thing that was new, and which scemed to be merely o
riatier of self-defence, was - the transformation of a peasant
following (not excluding bandits) into an armed force. As any
war lord, he saw to keeping this army disciplined ard in action, -
whether that meant the famous 6,000 mile Long March, forced
upon him by Chiang Kai Shek's relentiess attack or just o raid
on a village for supplies. Never before in the history of marxist
movemients did a leader build an army where there was 1o mass
movement. ) ) B

The second feature flowed from the first. The Parly, without
a mass following and with its principles twisted to follow the
leader principle, was then and forever bent on power. But
power cannot really be won without n mass movement, and to,
build that movement, principle, a theory of liberation, marxism,
was cssential, But Moo mnade sure that no matter what allegi-
ance was sworn to principles in genernl, in particular people
followed Mao, '

1t See The Philosophy of Nadornatism by Gamal Nasser,
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If anyone dares to refer to the principles of marxism they get
the following vulgar answer: “ There are people who think that
marxism can cure any disease. We should tell them that doymas
are more useless than cow dung Duog can be used as
Certilizer.” . . ,

Thirdly, and of greatest importance, is consciousness of 2
centre, of state power. Evcn if that centre of power at first be
only a cave, it is the strategically loeated form of power. The
raiding party returns there with its supplies. The military departs
from there with its instructions, The patty propzgandists get
their -interpretations there and bring to it their reporis. Eveary-
body works to support it, build it up, develop the * cadre for
taking over power.”

By the time Mao's Arnmny-Parly cadre met the city workers,
it had actual state power and the workers were forced to
recognise that they must weik ever harder: ’

“We must by no means allow o recurrence of such ultra-left
ereoncous policies as were adopied loward the petty and middle
bourgeolsie by our party ir. the period from 1931 to 1934, the
pdvocation of uneconomiceily high standards in working condi-
. tions ; excessively high Incume-tax rutes . .. short-sighted, one-

sided views of ‘the so-tatled * welfare of the toilers ™ instead of
making our objective the development ol production, the pros-
perity of our economy, the taking into account of both public
and privats interes's of toth labour and capital.”# )
. 'The struggle for power may require.that the confiscation of
Tand mean no more than reduction of usurious taxation, or it
may mean that it go outright to * communes™ - Tn all cases and -
at all times the leaders Iead and the masses toil. And when

» excesses™ are stopped, as for example in December, 1958,
“w Mao's Thought * will prevail; * One must have eight hours
sleep and not work more than 12 hours a day.”

Tn our epoch of state capitalism, whether industrialisation be
quick or slow, the ontlook of the totalitarian state ruler perco-
lates down to the lower strata of the intellectual bureaucrats in -
power or our of it. This is why George Padmore so admired
* the political genius * of Mao. He did not tuke fright at barrack
labour because he was sure of his place among the leaders, With
clation he quoted Mao on cow dung as being more useful than
marxist “dogma.™ That is how' he fought what he cafled
“ doctringire marxism,” ie. any principled opposition to un-
principled opportunism.

12 Mao Tse Tung: " On the Present Situation and Our Tasks,” December
2xsnm, 511:341' also quoted in Moscow and the Communist Party by John H.
utsky.
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“ Socialism Cannot be Introduced by a
Minority, A Party

Just as murxism developed in opposition to state socialism
(represented in Marx's day by Lasalle) so mnrxism in Lenin's
day developed in total opposition to any short cut to workers'
power, :

Lenin went so far as to say that the very principle of smashing
the old stute machine, the thing which marked the proletarian
revolution, did not distinguish it: * The petty bourgeoisic in a
frenzy may also want as much,™3

- What did distinguish the socialist revolution was the way it was
accomplished — from below: “We recognise only one road,
changes from below, we waned workers themselves io draw up,
from below, the new principles of economic conditions.” 14

The smashing up oi the old state machine, done betwsen Octo-
ber, 1917, and February, 1918, was the easicst part of the job.
The difficult, the decisive sk, followed. The populstion, he
continued, must “to a man" run the stat: 2nd nnnage. the
econamy-and for thut: * It is necessary to abolish the distinction
between town and cowntry as well as the distinction between
manual workers and brain workers,"15 '

The proof that that was the goal of genuine communism Jiy
in the fact that the formulie of genuine communism differcd
from the pompous involved phrsemongering of Kautsky, the
Mensheviks, the Social Revolutionarics and - theit beloved
* brethren * of Berne, in that they reduced everything to the con-
ditions of labour, ¢

If, then, the Communist Prrty did not become bureancratised
and did not begin thinking that it can do for the masses what
only the masses can do for themselves, then and anly then could
people move to socialism, | - :

+ Bvery citizen to a man miust act as a judge and participate
in the government of the country, and what is mast impor-
taut o us is to enlist all the toilers to a man in the gevern-
ment of the state, That is a tremendously difficult tssk, Lut
socialism cannot be introduced by a mincrity, a party."!7.

Thig was not said merely for ouside consumpiion, It was said
to a Party Congress, Nor was it said by a mun on the way to

Lenin, Selected Works, Vol, VIi, p337.
Ihid, p.277, '
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. IX, p.433,
Ibid, p.432. N
Leain, Selected Works, Vol. VIIL, p.320,
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power, It was said by a man in power in order to stress thut the
party should not. jn the revision of its programme, forget how
and why it came to pover. He said it 1o stress that a party in
power is still but a minority of the class, wherens socinlism
" ean be introduced by tens of mitlions of people when they have
learut how 1o do everything for themselves.””

Tt was exactly this kind of perspective that impelizd Lenin,
two years afterwards, when the colonial revolutions burst upon
the historic scene, to make these a new point of departure in
his theory. .

A New Point of Departure in Theory :
Colonial Revolis under Imperialism

“Can we recognise as correct the assertion that the capitalist
stoge of development of national economy is inevitable for those
backward nalicnis which are now liberating themselves . ., 7™
Lenin asked this, and then in the nume of the Commission on the
National and Coloninl Question he answered unequivoeally:

" We must reply to this question in the negative . .. we
must . .. give theoretical grounds for the preposition that,
with the aid of the proletariat of the most advanced
countries, the backward countries may pass to the ‘Soviet,
and after passing through a definite stage of development,
to Communism, without passing through the capitalist stage
of development.™18°

It cannot Lesstressed too-much that these prccedcnt-shakmg
statements came from a man who had spent decades fighting lhe‘
Narodniki (Populists) of his own country, people who had main-
tained that Russia could skip the capitzlist stage of development.

Just as Nehm today thinks that through the Panchyat (village
council) India can go directly to socialistm so the MNarodniki
thought Russiz could do that through the mir. Lenin fought
theny bitterly and won- the theoretical debate. History has
certainly upheld his judgment.

Only something very fundamental and objective could have
wrought such a complete change in Lenin's concepts. Two world-
shaking events brought about. this transformation, Firstly the
"1917 Revolution had established » workers® state that could comne
to the aid of a land even moré backward technelogically than
Russia, whilst secondly the colonizl revolutions themselves iflumi-
nated the revolutionary rola of the peasantry in the imperinlist
epoch.

18 Lenin, Sefected Works, Vol X, p.243,
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It was thiz knowledge of the present stuge of the imperializtic
development of capitalism and the specific stuge of natonul
revolutions that impelled Lenin, ever since the Irish rising of
Enster Week, 1916, (o stress that not all initiative at all times
comes onty from the working class. He did not change this
position when the proletariat did achieve the greatest revolution
in history ~— the October Revolution in Russia. That revolu-
tion only underlined the truth of history’s dialectic:- just as smalt
nations fighting for independence could unleash the sociulist
revolution, so the working cluss of industrialised countries
achieving the revolution céuld help the underdeveloped countries
avold capitalist industrialisation,

This point of departure in theory — industrialisation without
eapitalism — rested, of course, on the proposition that the
working class of the advanced countrics could and would come
to the 2id of their brothers in the dnderdeveioped countries.1?

This page of Comintern history was lost, not only by Stalin
whosc policy riined the Chinese Revolution of 1925-27, but by
Trotsky who chose just this moment to revive his thcory of
permaneat revolution,

The idex of a permanent revolution, i.e. one that wouid not
stop &t the bourgeois but continne to the proleiarian or sociulist
stage, was first developed by Kaord Marx as a lesson to be drawn’
from the 1848 Europenn revolutions, In 1503-06 Troisky”
developed this theory both as analwsis and anticipation of the
1905 and "1917 Russizn Revolutions, While, popularly, perma-
- nent revoluuon kacame simply syronymous with world revolu-
tion, Trotsky 4 1930 siressed thiat his conception of it was that
" the !hcory of permanent revolution establisked the fact that
for backward couniries the road to democracy pnsmi ulrough
the diciatorship of the pro]clanat. e ‘

Just when the era of siate capitalism deepened the tmlh of
L.cnin's analysis- of peasant and nztional revolts, Trotsky more
strongly then ever embellished his theory with the contention
that the peasant revolis in China had been nothing but remnants
of proletarian strupgle and would arse again only after new
stimulation from the proletariat.

First, according to Trotsky, in Tsarist Russia the ability of the
socialist revolution to succeed was supposed to depend upon the
working class leading the peasantry; then later it came to
slgmfy the Party leading the proleiariat; finally it was a
question of the workers® state apparatus swa.llomng up the trade

19 Ibid, p.242.
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unions. That is why in his will, Lenin hud to war ngainst
Trotsky's “ administrative mentality.” In the end, what began 08
a brilliant prophecy of o development in Russia showed itself .
in later life 1o be just the blinkers needed not to sce what was
developing in China.

: 'Trotsky’s Theory of Permnhent Revaolution
in the Light of Present Day China

Trotsky's owax words (about his cstimation of the role of the
peasaniry) speak much louder than any stalinist charge against
him for * underestimating the peasantry,” Where Mao at least
grasped the mew in the peasant revoit, in his 1927 report on
Hunan province,?® Trotsky was at oue with Stalin in disregarding
it, :

When, in 1930, he returned to the theme of the Russian Revo-
tution he wrote: * The fact that the peasantry as a whole found
it possible once more — for the lnst time. in their history — to
act as a revolutionnry factor testifies at once to the weakness of
the capitalist relations in the'country and to their strepgth."#
This judgment came despite the fact that he wrote of Lenin:
“This exposition of the geniine historic meaning of the Russian
agrarian movenent was one of the greatest services of Lenin,"#

Trotsky clsimed that on the agrarian question hie was a pupil
and follower of Lenin, One must question’ what he learned and
whither it led him wien, in 1938, 11 years aiter the 1925.27
Revalution, he denied the peasantry even o sense of natioual
consciousness, much less any socialist consciousness: “* The
peasantry, the largest numerically and the most ntomised, back-
ward nnd opjpressad class, is capable of local uprisings and parti-
san warkare, but requires the Icudership of a more advanced and
centralised closs in order for this struggle to be elevated to an -
all-national level."2s . !

In his last writings, in 1940, he tiresomely rei:cnl.s both his
concept of the Russian Revelution and the theory of the perma-

20 Mao Tse Tung's Report on an Investigation of the Peasant Mavenﬁnl
in Hunan (February, 1927) can be found in A Documentory History of
Chirese Communism by Canmd Brandt, Benjamin Schwartz and Joht K.
Fairbank, o )

21 Leon Trotsky, History of the Russlan Revolutlon, Vol. 1, pd07,

23 1bid, p.408, ]

23 Introduction by Leon Trotsky to The Tragedy of the Chinese Revolu-
tlon by Harold R. Isancs.
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nent revolution: ** By itself the peasantry was incupable evea of
formulating its own Interests . . . T repeatedly returned fo the
develepment and the grounding of the theory of the permanent
revolution . . . the peasantry 1:. utterly incapable of an
independem political cole,”*

A theory thus fur removed from the rculllu:s of the age of
imperialism and state capitalism had to collapse of its ‘own
hollowness, That prcscnt-dny trotsl.yists can swear by both
Trotsky's lhcory of the permanent revolution and the Mao
“ Communcs ™ only shows that weighticss abstractions and an
adminjstrative mentality would rather hold on to. some statc
power than entrust elemental mass revolt to undermine authority.

" Such idens must not be allowed to blind us to the surge of the
coloniat revolutions, The mntur:r.y of our age Is seen in the fact
that even a mere palace revolution, us in the case of the ollicers’
revolt in Egypt, was pushed by the revolutionary upsurge of the
peasant masses and students to .undertake some fand n.forms
and to promise * revolutioniry changes.”?

The point is not to start with the economic situation zlone
— the world stage of capitalism -— but with political maturity.
A people fighting and dying for freedom ir mature enough to
~take destiny into its awa hands, not just politically but in the
very ground of politics — the kind of labour man performs.

People advanced enough to question the kind of lubour man
performs ut the stage of automation have moved from the answer
of more and more machines. They see that the class answer is
the humamst apswer, It remains to say juvt what that is.

#

Marxist Humanism

M.m does nol live by bread aloné; but he must have bread
to live, '~ The hwnane materialism of Marx holds both the
immediate and !ong—tcm: answers to the present colonial revolu-
tions.

Present-day Communist attacks on humunism are neither acci-
dental nor are they hair-splitting points of doctrine. They
concern nothing Iess fundamental than whether these national
revolutionary movements, as ‘well as working class movements,
shall emerge from the denth-yrip of state capitalism,

We need to bz aware that 3talin chose . revise the arxist
theory of value right in tll‘e midst of World War II 'as:-;hn' heraic

24 Stafln by Leon Trolsky, Appcndix 3, "Conu:pu of the Russian
. Revolution,” p.428.
25 Egypr in Transition by J. & 5. Lacouture,
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Russian people were driving back the Nazi invaders, 1943 was
chosen as the year for n seemingly pedantic article, “ Some
Questions of Teaching Political Economy,”*s because that was
the year the Russiun production managers * discovered * the
Amcrican assembly line technique. It was Stalin’s way of telling
the Hussians not to expect a change in the conditions of labour
after the war, .

Because Marx's theory of uxploitation is built on his unalysis
of the law of value as the Iaw of capitalise development, the
Russian theorcticizns, np until 1943, had denied the operation
of that Jaw in their country, an allegedly classicss socisty. A
revision of marxism was necessary 0 make it possible, al one
and the same fime, {o admit the [aw of value operating in Russin
and still claim that it was ** a socialist land.™ It took the form of
asking teachers not to follow the structure of Morx's Capiial.

As | wrote in my Marxism and-Freedom: * Marxism is «
theory of liberation or it is pothing. Whereas Marx was con-
cerned witl the freedom of humanity and the inevitable waste of
humaa life which is the absolute general law of capitalist develop-

- ment, Russinn “ communism ™~ rests upon the mainspring of
capitalism — paying the worker the minimum and extrocling
from him the maximum. ‘This they dub “the Plan,” Maorx
called it the law of value and sarpins value.” (p.24).

< Just as the break of 1943 with the marxist analysis of value
meant the continued exploitation of the Russian workers, so
the 1955/6 attack on the humunism of marxism, in Hungary
purticularly, meant their continued imperinlist control of Enstern
Europe and. their new intervention — by economic aid — in the
colonial world.??

Some there are who think thet Russiun Communist *aid * is
different from that of American imperialism’s Point Four pro-
gramme, Others, as wc huve seen, are so desperate lo sell

26 The oricle was first pubtished in Pod Z Muorxi, (" Under
the Banner of Marxism '} No, 7-8. 1943, It wus transiated by me rnd

published in American Econontlc Revlew (September, 1944) with a com-
mentary “A New Revison of Merxian Economics. This coused o
controversy that lasted an entiro year in that joumnal and at the end of it
1 came back with o rejoinder * Revision or Reaffirmation of Marxism?"

Both this coutroversy and tho one over the 1955 revisions of marxist -
humanksm are dealt with at length in my Marxism and Freedom.

27 See Querilons of Philosozhy (1955), avoiloble only in Russian, When
the debate moved from the theoretical to the practical field of attacking
aud putting down the ecvolutions In Enstern Europe it was well documented
In Polish end Hunparian Joumals, Much of the material hns since been
made avallable in Pnglish,

23

2711




* Christian internationalism® to stop Communism thai they

* claim that only one per cent of U.S. national income is needed 10
build up the underdeveloped countries, The truth is that neither
Russiun state capitalism nor the profits of the U.S. and *ijts
wealthy allies® (including the wealth of the Krupp empire of
West Germany} will ever rebuild the world economy.

The world cconomy nmst have totally new foundations
operated by motive forees other than mere machine building and
private or state profit. Only a. qualitatively different kind of
labour, one that comes from the release of the creative chergies
of the comymon prople, can reconstruct the world on new human
foundations, ; )

We do, however, live in the atomic age, Atomic energy and

automated machines could accclerate the whole industrial
development to a point where Biblical miracles would -be, poor
imaginative material. “This is rot utopia, nor tomorrow. Tech-
nologically this is today,
. Power plants fuelled by atomic energy are already in opers-
tion. Russia claims plans to blast lake sites in barren Russian
areas. Big business circles in America say there are plans in
progress for blasting a huge harbour in northern Alaska with
a single atomic explosion. - o .

But if atomiic cnergy is used to create man-made lukes in the
Suhara and Gobi Deserts, to move mountaing so that rain may
fall where now there i drought—if these are not utopinn dreams
but things technologically possible today, it would nevertheless
be the height of {ooiishness to imagine that capitalism, private
or state, is or will be capable of their rezlisation. .

Not only will capitalism not do it for the underdeveloped:
countries, it cannot do it for itself.” Khruschev's Russia, like
private corporations in America that demand plush *cost plus .
contracts, must spend billions on rocket development, nat for the
tomted “ space exploration,” but for iniercontinental ballistic
missile production. Both poles of, world capital are busy forcing
scicnce to work for a puclear war, o war that might very well
spell the end of civilisation ns we have known it. : '

By the expression “ forcing science ™ I do 'not mean to say that
science, ns at present constituted in a cluss society, pines to do
otherwise, Thic, too, Marx foresaw long ago. ¥n 1844 he wrote:
*To have one basis for life and another for science is a priori
a lie.”

Marx foresaw the impasse of modem science not because he
was a prophet Bul becausc he took the hwnan being as the
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measure of alf development, and therefore saw thut at the root
of all class divisions was the division between the mental and the
manual, between science and life itself.

If there ar~ any who still think that anything but an exploita-
tive society .ould -esult “rom such a basic division, lct them take
a second look ut both Russia and America and see where science
has led them to. The duality that pervades capitalist society
and invests each thing with its opposite, has Jed 10 automation,
something which instead of frucrifying man's labour simultane-
ously overworks him and throwz him out of work. From the
splitting of the atomn came not the carth’s yreatest source of
energy but its most destructive weapon. ’

The discerning seientist, for all his' middie class identity, can
see this now. Tt was Pr, William Pickering who stated that no
mattar who drops the bomb first * we are onc-half hour’s distance
away from total annihilation.” "Since, .continued Dr. Pickering,
the scientists cannot help themselves, we must find an entirely
different approach io life, *a new unifying principle from the -
heart and mind of man.” :

Such a unifying principle can be nothing but marxist
humanism. It iy the point of unity also between the masses in
the underdeveloped countries and the common people in the
advanced countrics, RN ’ . s

It is just for this reason that Russiz engages in the strugple
apainst humanism. The undercurrent of revolt against the
Russizn ilyrants is uncompromising and -continuons. - In the
satellites it gives them no respite. . ’

‘The revolt has been reflected even within the ranks of the:
_Communists, Thus in 1955/6, Imre Nagy, who hud been
" expelled from the Centrul Committee of the Hungurian Com-

munist Party, wrole a-letter in which he assured the Central
Comniittee that when the masss turp to humanism it is not
bec:use they “ want a veturn to capitalism . . . They want o
people’s democracy where, the warking people are masters of
the country and of their own fate, where human beings are
respected, nnd where social and political life is connected with
the spirit of humanism."# . . .

In the Petofi Circle, the Hungarian Coninunist writer, Tibo
Dery, declared on June 19th, 1956, * We have been fighting for
so mony things that we have forgotten the chief thing —
humanism." But the ruling bureaucracy would listen to none
of this, cspecially sinee humanism was spefled out to mean

28 Imrju Nagy en Communism, ** In Defensc of the New Course.” pi9.
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*introducing sclf-management in the factorics and workers'
democracy.” )

As the whole world knows, the nmext stage ia e humanist
struggle was not theory but action — the Hungarizn Revolu-
tion. .

The ruthivss towlitariin machine which crushed that revolu-

tion bore the not-so-smiling faces of Khruschev and Bulganin
receatly returned from their junketings in Burma, India, Malaya
and their talks to people there about freedom [rom coloniglism!
. Tt was then that the Russian Communists bore down on all
humanists,. Kommunist (No.5- 1957) ypave out fhe" line:
Leminism * needs no sort of * huinanisation’ ner any of the
reforms proposed by the propoacnts of * humanist sociglism "."
By then, the miling Polish Communist bureaucracy hed accepted
*the line* and the attack wes taunched against all * revisionists.”
Jerzy Mirowski, Politburo ~member wrote on the eve of the
Writers' Congress: « All revisionists - describe themselves as
creative marxists. There is only one Marxism; the one that
guides the party."? E .

This Party attack had to be that precise because it was from
Yoland. that humanism had emerged  and  inspired ke
Hungarian Revolution. Though the Pales themsclves stopped
short of revolution, they made some altempt to take & stand on -
principle after the erisis in Hungary, Thus, Nova Cultura of -~
Aprit 28th, 1957, stated: : ‘

*The Communist jdeal demands the liberation of humanity
- and of the individual within the framewark of socicty ~-
frora alienation in ol the domains of society. The aim is
to obiain the real sovercigoty of the masses, to destroy the
division between those who are deprived of freedom and
* the rling group which is not responsible to the people, The
iden of Communism, of humanism put into life, is uni-
ver ‘n ) . .

By 1959 the iron curtain was shut tight and the Third Party
Congress of the Polish Party directed a good deal of its resolution
against * the revistonists, feacing with pseudo-left wing phrase-
ology . .« (that} pushed many honest but ideologically weak
comrades into the ranks of dogmatists who with the help of
demagogical chatter presented themselves as allegediy the only
authentic defenders of Marxism and Cormunism,"®

29 Those who cannot follow the Polish publications can fiad many

transtations In the mngazine East Europe. Jerzy Mirowski's report Is in

the February, 1959, issue, .
36 East Europe. May, 1959, and June, 1959.
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~ On the last day of the 21st Congress of the Russian Communist
Party (February 6th, 1959} thelr chief, M. B. Mitin — who bears
the august title of * Chairman of the Board of the All-Union
Society for the Dissemination of Politic] and Scientific Know-
ledge * = told us where to look if we were scarching for true(!)
humanism. * The magnificent and noble concepion of Marx-
Leninist socialist humanism ™ was in Khruschev's Report!? The
ride *if you can't lick ‘em, join ‘em!” seemed to hold? The
hypocrisy was evideni in the very next paragraph. Mitip hit
out aguinst all “revisionists " and cepecizlly saajnst * Yugoslav
revisionism.™

“What is it if not apostasy, if not full retreat from Leninism,
slanderously to claim as they do that the development of
the soviet state signifies *a bureaucratic statist trend ’, that
the principle that the socialist state ploys a decisive role in
the building of socialism and ¢ommunism is nothing but 2

* progmatic statist revision of marxism %" . .

‘ ‘The reason this'struck a raw nerve among the Russinn Com-

* munists was not, howcver, due to theory, deviationis or ather-
wite, but because Tite knows the importance of the new Afro-
Asizn netions, He travels widely among the * neutral * countries
and does 5o for the purposz of exposing. Russia’s role.

3t Prevda, February 6th, 1959, 1t is translated in the ** Current Digest
of the Soviet Press,” Junc 3rd, 1959 This * Digest " is generally the most
authoritative publication availablo to English-speaking peoples since it
contains pothing bat translatfons fiom the official Communist press.

32 This ‘charactesises nut only the Communists, but the Troiskvists too,
In the winter and spring lssues of * International Soginlist Review ** (1959)
they opened en attack on the philossphical manuscripts of the younp Marx.
These preteatious mbicles, entitled” " Socialism and TTumanism ™ assure 'us
that humanism was n stage Mors " passed through.  William F. Warde,
thelr nuthor, presumes ta call these great writings the products of * the
jnmature . Marz." ' :

. The Communists have finnlly, alter a delay of 32 yeors, brought out an
English edition of Marx's Economic-Philesophic Munuseripts of 1844 only
10 appenid to them some fantastic footnotes. Docs Warde go along with
the Communist cdilars In this toa? Where Marx writes: * Communism ns
such is not the gog! of humen development—the form of human socicty.”
the Communists comment: ** Under * communism ns such’® Marx hae
means crude, equalitarian communtsm . . " -

Tt is not Marx's alleged criticism of “ cqualitarian communism ™ that
bothers todny's Communists.  What cuts to the quick is Murx's emphasising
nor the nationnlisation. of property, bt the frecdom of the individual.
Thus his prophetic woming ugainst Stale Communlsm: *We should
cspecially avoid recstnblishing socicty ns an absimction oppoased 1o the
individual, The Individual is the soclal entley”
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The question is — what does Tilo propose in its stead?
Whether state capitalism ealls jteelfl * Communist' of not, it
hus nothing more than private capitalism to sell, Both attempt

1o stop the new forces finding the path to immcdiatc freedom.

The leaders of the African Revolution are net relying solely
on the creative energy of the masses, proletarian, peasant or’
primitive, net bhecanse they are independent of “ doctrinaire
mrxism " but becanse they are dependent upon the capifuisi
road to industrialisation.

Of course the underdeveloped countrics do need help.  First
of all they want iwater. But where the economy is not under .
workers’ control — aind it is nowhere in that coudition at the .
moment — the help will be miserly, with strings attached
calculated to involve the recipient in one of the power cemplexes
that are bent on nuclcar war. © .

Short of finding the principie that unifics their struggle for
freedom with it of the:common people of the advanced
countrics, theis is no way out. - There is no In-between road
vin Pan-Africanism, and the road vin the Chinesc Communes
is n short cut not to freecdom but to totalitarian  sinte
capitalism. : o . .
The fact that there i no way out except by a unified strugple
of the masses the world over does noi condemn the colonial and
ex-colonial countries to * inevilable ' capitalist development.

A people mature enough to fight for its freedom is mature
enough to take destiny iato its own hands in the matter of

reconstructing its own society. Ma'rist clichés aré as bad as any
others and it is a cliché of an unrerly mistaken order to tell n
peaple ihat has no working <lass to speak of, that * only if the
proletagian revolution occurs » . . " elc., e

Tt was just this that was Lenia's new departure in theory. The
revolutiznury initiative is not always with the working class, The
road to Berlin may lead through Peking, said Lenin in the days
of Sun Yat Sen. The overwhelming majority of the population -
of the world is in the East and ope must take the new elemental
force of the colonial revolutions as a new point of departure in
theory. . .

_“This is no Ionger theory put fuct. To disregard it is fo read . .
oneself out of history, The proof lies in the opposition to
Communist totalitarianism which has taken & humanist form
both-in theory and practice. The same is true of the Afro-Asian
revolutions against Western imperinlism. The same {s true in
the workers' movements in the technologically advanced
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countries, The frecdom movements everywhere have zn inter-
pational character, The tremendous demonstrations in Japan
were aimecd both against Eisenhower and Kishi. The protest
against the murder of Lumumba was world-wide, World-wide
also j¢ the support of Cuban Revolution, "The refusal of the
Belgian workers to lie down to the Loi Unique, the determina-
tion of young Americans to end racisl discrimination by sit-ins,
the gathering anti-war feelings in the Aldermaston Marches of
‘the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament — all these mani-
festations of yesterday and today will deepen tomofrov.. They
sound the call for a different politics, a new world order,

Mankind will not sit idly by and see itseif desiroyed.




APPENDIX 1.

The New Humanism: African
Socialism

Al a time when the weary Americzn intellectual has been so
Liain-washcd both by the Cold War and the threat of nuclear
war between America and Russia, that he declaims “The End
of Ideology,”™ the world that is fighting for its Frcedom at the

cost of its very life—Africa—is charged with the dynamism of |

ideas. As Leopold Sedar Senghor put it in his June, 1959, report
for the Constituitive Congress of his Party of African Federation:

“ A natjon that refuses to keep its rendezvous with history, that
does not belicve itself 1o be the bearer of a unique message—
that nation is finished, ready to be placed in 2 museumn, The

Negro African is not finished even before he gets starled.  Let

himn speak: above all, let him acL Let, s -briug like u Jeaven,

his message to the world in arder to: ‘wlp build a- uvniversal

civilization.”t ’

At a time when the African revolutions are redrav ing the map

_-of the waorld, the arrogance of white civilisation shows itself aot

only in the =ling class but amongst many Western socialists,

Thus Sidncy Lens writes as if the Africans' theoretical contribu-
_tions are comprised of Tom Mboyn’s *one man, one vote."}
Leaving aside fof the moment that “ohe man, one vote ™ discloses
nothing short of a revolution against white domination that

parades as * demoeratic civilizution, these intellectunls have a .

long way to go before they cqual the African’ intellectual grasp,
not 1o mention his courage, daring, and totality of devotinn to
. the s‘trugr,le Jor freedom. . . .

In his spsech Senghor said: “ Let us recapitulate Marx's
positive contributions, They are; the philosophy of humanism,
economic theory, dialectical method.” Senghor spoke with the
simplicity that comes from a profound uaderstanding both thal
socialism is humanist and that socialism is 2 methad.  The
fact that he aims to conibir ¥ marxism with utopian socialism

* Daniel Bell, The End of Ideology, New York, 1960, .. -

t f.copold Sedar Senghor, African Soctalism, Americsn Socie:y'
of African Culture, New York, 1959,

t Sidney Lens, * The Revolution in Africs,” Liberation, January,
February, and March, 1960
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as well as with religion in order to creaic what he calls an * open
socialism ™ or an * African type of socialism ™ is not without
subjective motivations. Dut this does not obscure the fact that
he wishes the humanism of Marx to be the theoriticul foundation
for a triple synthesis of: (1) traditional African civilization, (2)
the results of the encounter of this civilization with colonialism
and French civilization, and (3) the economic resources and
patentialitiecs of Africa and theiv necessarily interdependent -
relationship with the economics of the industrially sdvanced
countries, :

So powesriul and polarizing a force is the marxist theory of
libay:iion that throughout the Middle East, the Orient and Afriea,
thee there are ottempts by various religions, Buddhism,
Christianity and Mohammedanism, to find a bridge to it, cven
as there is a similar attempt on the part of Communist China

~and Russia. It is not here maintined that opportunism like
that also characterizes the Aflrican inteilectusl, rather it scems
to me that part of .their critique of marxism is duc to the
realities of present-day. Africa which did not. form (and could
- pot have formed) part of Marx's thought. Other paris of
Senghor’s critiqgue  of  marxism, especially on present-day
economics are however cither wrong, or, as in the case of religion,
over subtle, " The atheism of Marx,” writes Senghor " can be
corsidered a reaction of Christian origin against the historical
devintion of Christianity."

Oppression. in Africa has always.worn n white face. This
weighs so Foevily on Africans that they are linble to react against
any whitr faces,.even that of the wotker. Thus Senghar claims
that the standard of living of the European masses rose “ only at
the expense of the standard of living of the masses in Asia and
Africa,” and that, therefore, the European proleturiat *' has never
really—T mean effectively opgased it (My emphasis. R.D). The
very fact. that Senghor must himself interpret “really ™ ‘as
* effectively ™ shows an awsrencss of proletarian struggles- and
revolutions. It is certainly too easy today to usc that as an excuse
to appeal, not to the proletariat of advanced countries, bul to
the authoritics. It is certainly too high a price to pey when
it entnils an apology for de Gaulle who is exploiting not only |
the .white proletarint but the Morth. African (Algerian) revolu-
tioparies. The very fact that on all the concrele questions relating
to Africa’s relationship to de Gaulle's France, Senghor has had
to appear as an apologist for de Gattlle, discloses the tragedy
of the underdeveloped countries fighting for freedom in an
automated nuclear age.

3

PA




On the other hand, Sekou Touré of Guinea, where the people
had dared te say * No" t¢ remainitg part of the French Corna-
munity, is rmuch bolder in' his concepts.

*In the realm of thought, man can claim to be the brain of
the werld, but on the concrete level of real life, where any
occurence will affect both the physical and spiritual being, the
world is always the brain of man. Because it is in the world
thai all the thinking forces can be found, the dynamic forces of
development and perfection, it is there too that the fusion of
encrgy takes place and where the true quantity of the intellectual
capacity of man can be found. So who could claim to exclude
any one school of thought, any one kind of thought, or uny one
human family without by so doing excluding himself to some
extent from the total society of man? ... -

“The science resulting from zil human knowledge has no
nationality. The ridiculous disputes about the origin of such and
such a discovery (o nol inferest us since they add nothing to
the value of the discovery, Tt can therefore be szid that African
1nity offers the world 2 new humanism essentially founded on
the universial solidnrity nnd co-operation between people without
any racial and cultural antagonism and without narrow ¢goism
and privilege, This is sbove and beyond the problem of West
Africa and as far removed from the guarrels which divide the
highly developed countries as me the conditions and aspirations
(o the African people.”** ’

We eannot know in which direction these African leaders will
turn in the critical 1960°. We do know that their serious concern
. with the thecretical foundations for the building of a new society
has uo paralle]l in the intellectual leaders of ‘the West.' Qur
epoch is a * birth-time of history "+t and the contribuilon of
the Africans 1o thought as well as to revolutions is an integral
part of the reconstruction of society on new beginnings.

RD. .

** Sckou Toure's speeches are from those excerpted by Abdullaye
Diop in his * Africa’s Path In History." See Africa South,
April-June, 1960, Capetown.

11 G. W. F, Hegel, Phenomenclogy af Mind.




Appendix I
The Stream Beneath The Straws*

From time to time a book appears that alters human experience
by makiog explicit the possibilities of new relztionships. When
thought and decd have come to & standstill such a hook makes
it possitle for them to move again—along untrodden ways.

It may be that 2 book of this order has recently been published
in America, Murxism and Freedom by Raya Dunayevskaya
(Bookman Associates—Six dollars or 34/.). It may soon be

- published in this couniry. ' ’

-lis thesis?- Much of the intractability of the present sitnation
stems from the fact that little or no original.political thinking
has been done since the carly 1920s. This means that although
immense changes have taken place in selence, rechnology and
cconomics there is nothing to match them in political ideas and
forms. (What have we but the New Deal and John Maynard
Keynes?), Thus humanity today has. ull the.paris with which
to build a new world but no idea how to set about it

Early socialist ideas were based, or thought to be based, on
the concept of socialist internationalism, lu the event of war
the workers of the world were to stand together, overtbrow their
capitalist governments, join hands across frontiers and build
socialism. The dream was shattered by ihe total collapse of the
Second International in 1914, '

When Lenin heard the ncws of the collapsc he was frankly
Ineredulous: * When it proved to be true, the theoretical ground
on which he stoed, and which he thought so impregnable, gave \
way under him.” He then did a very strange thing. . Instead
of throwing himself into the fray to recreate the Internationat
he retired from the political scene to re-examine his whole
philosophy. *Hc beégan reading Hegel's Science of Logic. It
formed the great philosophical foundalion of the great divide in
Marxism.” After weeks of study he camz up with this startling
conclusicn: It Is impossible completely to. grasp Muarx's -
Capital, and especiaily the first chapter, if you have not stodied
through and understoud tne whole of Hegel's Logic. Consc-
quently, none of the Marxists Tor the past half 5 century have
undersood Marx!" e *

1t is difficult to begin to convey in a few words just what this
means, Modern thinking has been vitiated by the arsumed
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separate oppositeness of the subjective and objective. It was
this that Ilegal destroyed. Lenin in 1914 (for the first time)
grasped the signiticance of Hegel's discavery.

Dynamic qualities aie in things and in persons—not merely
cperating upon them. Energy. ztomic or humun, does not require
to be controlled, organised, * mastered.' Tt requires rather o be
discovered, understood, made free. 'When it is Eree it is creativity
itself and its own justification. - . ’

Thus human soci.ty can be self-activating and sclf-correcting
and this makes any sort of governmen? (the rule of wmen over
men) ultimately absurd, Thiis is the kernel of dialectics.” Today
homo sapiens is afraid of himself becanse of ignorance of the
character of movement within himself. Straws are preferred to
the stream. Lenin, secing this for the first time and thies being
free had no option but to make history. This he did, and the
fact what offiers undid if for him was not his fault. He was much
too alony;iir too far ahead. We have still to catch up with
himn and ‘Dunayevskaya hus located the trail.

Peter Cadogan

* Reprinted from Cambridge Forward—Four. 1ith November,
1960, ’
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